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Speaker being returned from the Houfe of Lci ds-- 
§ ohfeiveil, that lie had obtained a copy of tlie King's 
Sptx’ch, whieli lie deiired permiiiion to read. Tlic Ilouio 
Ijaving p;i'aaled leavcg lie read as follows : 

J\'Ty l/)rcL\^>>a}id Grr.llcmcjiy 

1 IIAVK particular fatistaedion in acquainting- you, 
that fmee 1 hill: met vou in Pailiarnent, the tranquillity 
of 1 Airope lias remained uninterrupted, and that all foreign 
powers continue to exprefs their friendly dilpofition to 
this country. 

1 have concluded a treaty of Navigation and Comnierc4: 
with the Moil Chrillian King, a copy of wlricli fhall he 
laid before vou. 1 mull recommend it to you to take 
fuch meafures as you fliall judge proper for carrying it 
into cflefl:; and 1 trull you will find that the provifion^i 
contained in it are calculated for tlie encouragement ol 
induilry and the extenfion of lawful commerce in both 
countries, and by promoting a* beneficial intercourfe bc- 
tvvecn our refpccli\e ful)iecis, a}>pear likely to give addi- 
-V.pi:. XXL L ' tionaJ 
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tioiial permanence to the bleflings of peace. I fliall keep 
the fame falutary objedfs in view in the commercial ar- 
rangemcnts which 1 am negociating with other powers. 

‘‘ 1 have alio given direilions for laying before you a 
copy of a Conv'ention agreed upon between me and tlie 
C'atholic King, for carrying into eliedi the Cxthart^le of 
the lail treaty of peace. 

Gnnkmcn of the Houfc of Commonly 

1 T Jave ordered the eflimates for tlie prefent year to be 
laid before you, and 1 have the fulleft reliance on your 
readinefs to make due provifion for the I'everal branches of 
“ the pubfic ikrvice. 

'I'he Itate of tlie revenue wilT, I am perfuaded, con- 
tinvie t(j engage your oonlfant attentiion, as being efTen- 
tiaily Conner led with the national credit, and the profpe- 
rity and f<iiety of my dominions. 

Af\ Lords^ mid Gcntlcmcny 

A plan has been formed, by^ my diredlion, for tranf- 
porting a number of convidbs, in order to remove the in- 
converfutnee which arofe from tlie ( rouded Hate of tire 
jails in dilferent parts ot the kingchrm ; and you will, I 
doubt not, take llich farlher mealuies as may be neceffary 
for this purpofe. 

1 trud you will bcabletli’s lelhon to carry into effedl 
regulati(.)ns ioi tlie ol tlie merchants, and for fimpli- 
tying the public accouiiis in the various branches of the 
reveiiiH*; and relv uj)on tlie uniiorm continuance of your 
exertions m purliiit «d inch ohicvds as may tend hill far- 
ther to ini})rove the national 1 (Sources, and to proniofe 
and coiiiirm the welfaie* and liappincis of my people.” 

I'iiVoiii'.t Vifeount Compton now rifing, obferved, tliat lie believed 
Compton fcarcely iiecefiiii y to remark with what fincerely 

patriotic joy every member of the I loufe muft have liftened 
to an affiirance from the liigheli; authority, that the tran- 
quillity of Europe had reinainetl, and was likely for vears to 
continue perfectly uninterrupted. He confidered it as a 
proof of Uie growing wiidoin and humanity of nations, 
who had dil'covered that it was not merely the mofl fervice- 
able policy, but the moft meritorious condudt, to introduce 
and impart permanency to the various fdiclties of peace, 
*With equal pleafure would the Houfe confuler the juft and 
liberal ideas which now prevailed throughout Europe with 
reipedl to commerce. Commerce could never exift under 
nuineious and heavy reftrictions. It was owing to our pre- 

* j udices 
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jxidices that reftriiSions had fo long continued between Eng- 
land and France; two countries which of all the European 
nations, were the beft fituated for commercial intercourl'e. 
It muft confequently be grateful to every lover of his coun- 
try to find that thefe prejudices no longer exifted, and that 
a tre.a\y of navigation and commerce was concluded, which 
would not only promote indullry, and increafe our wealth, 
but fecure to ns advantages far more interclfing to our hu- 
manity, by rendering permanent the blcllings of peace. As 
to the tranfportation of convidts, it was a meal'ure of ab- 
folute neceffity, arifmg from the crowded ftate of the jails; 
and no penitentiary houfes had been built, though an adt had 
paffed for tlieir erecl:ion. Tranfportation therefore, was the 
only remedy for an evil wliich required immediate redrefs. 

He trufted that the Houfc would certainly agree, that no 
plan could be more ufefui tlian that of fimplifying the pub- 
lic accounts in the various branches of the public revenue, 
and with equal readinefs would they admit the importance of 
increafing the national refburces. On this occafion, they 
would pleafe to carry in their recoliedtion that twt) events 
had taken place lince their lah: meeting, in whicli all who had 
any perfonai attachment to their Sovereign, were deeply in- 
terefted, the attempt upon his life, and the death of the 
Princefs Amelia. It was therefore highly becoming in them 
to condole with His Majefly on the lofs of Iiis moft excellent 
and illuftrious aunt, and to join their congratulations to thofc 
of a grateful people, 011 an event which afcertained to him 
how much he was deferving of theii^ afiedfions. Whilft the 
Houfe weighed all thefe circumftaHces in their minds, he 
felt the iinncft confidence that they would unanimoully 
fupport him in his motion, that an humble Addrefs be pre- 
fented to His Majefty, to return His Majefty the thanks 
of this Houfe for Jiis gracious fpeech from the tlirone: 

To take the earlieft opportunity of offering in our own 
name, and in that of all the Commons of Great Britain, 
our moft hearty congratulations on the prefervation of a 
life fo juftly dear to his people; and tp exprefs our fenfe 
‘‘ of the peculiar fiivour of providence in averting the danger 
to which we were expofed, and rendering it only the oc- 
‘‘ cafion of manifefting, in the fulleft manner, thofe feriti- • 
merits of duty and affedlionate attachment to liis facred 
Perfon, wliich are deeply rooted in the hearts of all His 
Ma.iefl:y’s fubjedls ; 

To condole with His Majefty on the unfortunate death 
of that moft illuftrious and excellent Princefs, His Ma- 
jefty’s aunt, the Princefs Amelia : 

That w’e learn with great fatisfadlion that the tranquil- 
fey of Europe remains uninterrupted; and, that His 
♦ B 2 Majefty 
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Majcfly continues to rf:ceive ailurances from all loreign 
powers of their fiirnclly difpoftion towards this country t 
‘‘ 1 hat we are fenfible of Jlis MajcfW’s goodnefs in 
having dircvSled tlic treaty of cojnmerce and navigation 
with the Moli Chridian King, and the conveaUion agreed 
upon witli the Catholic King, to he laid before us:*^rhat 
holh tlicfe events, particularly a mcafvire io important 
and cxtcnfive as a commercial arrangement between this 
country and France, muil be higidy interefting to uf, 
and oui conilituents, and that it will adbrd us the trueft 
fitisfaclion to conc ur in any meafure calculated for the 
cncourageiiient of induflry, ajui the extcidion of lawful 
commerce, and wlfich, by i.romoting a beneficial inter- 
courfc between the two (ountrifs, ihall ap])car‘ likely to 
give additional pei rnanence to the blellings of peace. 

lliat His JVlajeify may rely on our readinefs to make 
‘‘ due provifion for the feveral brandies of tlie public ler- 
vice ; and that the Itatc of tl.c revenue, fo ncarlj con- 
neded with the national credit, and the fafety and prof- 
perity* of His Majelly’s dominions, will continue to en- 
gage our unremitting attention : 

“ hat we fliall he delirous of taking fuch meafures as 
may be neceffary for the tranfjiortation of convicls, in 
order to remedy the inconvenience which lias arifen from 
‘‘ the crowded ftate of the jails in diHcrent parts of the 
kingdom ; 

"1 hat we fliall diligently apply ourfelvcs to the conflde- 
ration of any regulaMcns wliidi can he adopted for the 
cafe of the merchants, and for fimplifying the public ac- 
‘‘ counts in the various brandies of the reAcnue ; and that 
it w ill he ecjually our duty aiul inclination to ufe our 
utmoil exertions in puifuit of fuch objeefs as may tend 
ftill farther to improve the national refources, and to 
fecond His ?tlajefiy\s gracious and paternal wifuesfor the 
welfare and happinefs of his People.” 

Mr, AfojiUigi/c olifcrvcd, that previoufly to his fcconding 
the motion, he niuil beg the indulgence of tlic Hovife, whilii 
he adverted to thole parts of the addrefs, which correfponded 
with tlie topics of His Majefty’s gracious fpeech from the 
.throne. He wiJhcd to exprefs his hearty concurrence with 
thofe fentmieiits of jov and congratulation which are fo na- 
turally excited byTlis Majefty’s late happy deliverance. 
Happy indeed might he call it, fince the general horror and 
alarm had been fraught with no other conlequence tlian the 
moft earned: teflimbnies of the general love and veneration 
for his facred perfon. Upon this interefling occafion, truly 
might he remark that, “'We felt for our own danger, we 
rejoice in our own preferv^tion,’^ 

•For 
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For Ills own part, he could prqteft tliat he derived feme 
degree of confidence from the affurance that the prefent 
fefiion was opened with the moll joyful profpecls of return- 
ing wealth and profperity. He rejoiced tliat it was not his 
bulinefs to urge tlie Houle to renew the efforts of an unfuc-^ 
cefsfuhwar, or even to joiji in the acclamations of vidlory. 
He cbntralled tlie uncertainty and deftru61ion attending 
fcliemes of conquefl: with the I'olid advantages of peace and 
amity ; tlie foundations of which were only to be laid on the 
bafis of mutual advantage. 

The Houfe, lie belicvtd, would form a fimilar idea witli 
liimlelf of the lolles to our trade by every fucceffive war 
V, .th France; of tlie weight of debt incurred by ciif;)Utes 
with our rival neiglibeut^s, whicli notliing but the almoll 
preternatural force of accumulated imlullry could furmount. 
The principle of tlie treaty, tlie expediency of the provi- 
lions, lie kit to be enlarged upon by thofe wlio were more 
competent to fpeak on iuch lulijedls; lie expreffed his own 
approbation, tlie refult of what judgement be was capable 
of excrcifing on fo extended a liufincfs. He enforced the 
nccefiity of iuch a treaty, at tlic prefent conjundlure, from 
the loi's of our monopoly of the VVinerican market; and 
hccaufe the trading ca[dtal which had been forced towards 
that quarter by the extraordinary profits of tlie monopoly, 
mull take fome ne w direclion. "J’he prefent treaty only 
cleared and made free tliofe channels througli wliich the 
efibrts of trade would tend to pafs in i'jiite of injudicious 
obfiruGions. He coirqiarcd tlic iminojuily of America to 
an annuity upon an uncertain ill admlniilered fund, the trade 
to France to a fee fim[)le, with prompt and conftant pay- 
ment. y^fter mentioning the necefiity of a fim[)liiicntion 
of tlic culloms, he concluded his fpce.x'h, by afking tlie Houfe 
what was to be the confequence, if the prefent treaty re- 
ceived the fandlion of Parliament ? I’lie triumph of the fuc- 
cefsful warrior, was followed by the exulting eyes and hearts 
of his fellow citizens; regardlefs of the hazards we have 
run, the dangers we have elcaped, we think only of his 
lervices and his conquefis; and fliould the laborious wifdoin 
of political prudence, which reaches permanent ends with- 
out tlie intervention of chance, which fecures the bloodlefs , 
acquifition of endlefs wealth, the price of empire, • the hope 
of public redemption, pafs unnoticed, unpraifed, unrewarded ? 
Should the minifier who enriches his country, inattentive 
to his own private emolument, be un revered ? No. To le- 
com pence a charadler fo illuflrious, reputation and glory 
fliould eagerly ftep forward; and if the patriotic father de- 
fervcdly beheld the laurels thickening all aipnnd him, amidft 
the brilliant fuccelics of thofe warlike enterprifes which 

arofe 





PARLIAMENTARY A. 1787* 

arofe upon the bafis of his fagacious cotuifels, not lefs a- 
bundantly fliould wreaths of olive gather about the perfon 
of his equally afpiring defcendant, whom the rectitude of 
his heart and ihe force of his own abilities, each animated 
by the recolleftion of paternal inllru6tions, and more by 
attachments to his country, had ftimulated to tl>e hjtp’pieft 
cultivation of all tlie arts of peace, 

l*he addrefs was now read from the chair ; and after- 
wards, 

Mr. Fox. jVlr, Fox fiiid, that on the prefent occafion, he fhould not 
hefltate to afliire the Houfe how thoroughly congenial with 
his fentinvents were thofe of the fpeech, and coniequently of 
the addrefs. Indeed, he Ihould have been exceedingly fort y 
had there been occafion for any ditference of opinion refpeft- 
ing an addrefs beginning with exprefhons of congratulation 
to his Majefty, upon an event, in the failure of which every 
man, of every party and defeription, botli within and with- 
out thofe walls, muft be of one and the fame mind, ar.d 
muft cordially and fincerely join in the moll heart-felt joy 
and faticdadlion. He was glad therefore that the addrefs 
had been ib properly •worded, that it did not call for oppo- 
fition or objection ot any fort, fmee witliout pledging the 
Houfe to an approbation of tlie treaty of commerce, or to 
any future vote upon the lubjefl:, it barely returned thanks 
for His Majefty's gracious communication of the fa£l, and 
promifed to conlider it, when properly before the Houfe, 
with the attention which a matter of luch infinite import- 
ance well defer ved, I'hat being the cal’e, and as from the 
■'^fubjetSl: of the early part of the addrefs, it muft be to be 
wilhed, that fuch an addrefs Ihould pafs nemine contradkentc^ 
he allured the Houfe that he would not objeft to it, and 
that, in all probability, he ihould have contented himfelf 
with giving his filent vote to the queftion then before the 
Houfe, had not fomething fallen from the noble Lord and 
the honourable gentleman, who moved and feconded the 
addrefs, and particularly from the latter, that looked fo like 
grafping at general principles, as the principles upon which 
the commercial treaty was to be maintained, that he thought 
it necellary to rife then, and in as few words as poffible, take 
ofome notice of thofe principles, which he would do in a 
general mJinner, without entering at all into detail upon tlie 
treaty, which he was well aware was neither properly before 
the Houfe, nor then under difcuffion, but which he fliould 
give his fentiments upon at a future opportunity. 

On the prefent occafion both the noble Lord, and the 
honourable gentleman who mo*red the Addrefs, had con- 
trafted the uncertainty of war with the folid advantages of 
peace, and the fubftantial benefits of commerce with the 

deftixidive 
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(leftruflive means of conqueft, as^if it were a fadl that this 
country hac} ever gone to w«ir for the lake of extending do- 
minion, or gratifying a lull of powers and an inordinate 
ambition. He could affert that all knew, beyond the Iha- 
dow of ^ doubt, that the fadl was diredlly the reverfe; and 
he flattered himfelf, that the Houie would give him credit 
for poflelTing at leall lufficient Englilli fpirit to induce him 
to Hand forward in tlie vindication of his country, and be- 
fore the prefent alTembly advance a pofitive affirmation 
(which he would utter, could fiich an opportunity arife, in 
^ the hearing of every national afleinbly upon earth) that 
throughout the courfe of all our late, if not of all our ear- 
lieft wars, Great Britain had never drawn the fvvord either in 
obedience to the diftates wild ambition, or for the pur- 
pofe of augmenting by vidlory the extent and multitude of 
her dominions. On the contrary, fo often as Ihe fent her 
armies into the field, or covered the ocean with her fleets, 
her military and her naval enterprifes originated from an 
indifpenfably requillte principle of felf-defence, or from the 
view of Iheltering the tyrannically-invaded liberties pf fur- 
rounding aixl even dillant Hates; thus preibrving, from 
every attempt dangeroully to incline it to either fide, the 
balance of power, and of conrfe, cliecking the inordinate 
pride of France and her alarming efforts to grafp at the go- 
vernment of all the nations of the European quarters of the 
globe. Wholbever confulted the hiltory of this country, 
mull unavoidably difeover this to he the true flate of the 
cafe ; he therefore denied, in the mofi: unequivocal manner, 
that any infinuations to the prejudice of this country, as if 
llie had heretofore gone to war for the mere fake of triumph 
and of conquefi, had any the fmalleft foundation in truth. 
Every man knew, that peace was preferable to war; com- 
merce preferable toconquell; it would be highly prcpolle- 
rous to advance an oppofite opinion ; and upon that princi- 
ple had the government of this country been uniformly^ 
conduced for the lall century. Concerning the treaty 
with France, he had not yet made up his mind ; nor was it 
poflible for him ultimately to decide upon if, until the treaty 
was not only properly before the Houfe, but until he had heard 
from His Majefty’s Minillers a full explanation of the real 
cliaradler of the meafure. He was not yet aware whether it 
was to be conlidered as a treaty having a political tendency, 
and calculated to operate in the manner of an alliance with 
France, or whether it was to be confidered as a treaty 
merely, and as having no other eflFeft than the eftahlifiiment 
of a commercial intercourfe with the neighbouring king- 
dom. In one or other of theie lights the treaty nnift have 
been made, mid in one or other of thefe lights luuft Minil- 

ters 
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ters mean that it ilioiild be regarded; but then it could bb j 
confidered in one of thefe lights only, and not in both>. 
One of them mult i:e denied, and the other avowed ; one 
defended, , and tlic otiicr difclaimed. But not meaning to 
go into the treaty tJien, and not having tlie information that 
iV'iiniltervS poUcjicd, it was not in his power to lay v/hich of 
t!ie two ilefcriptions was tlic proper one ; but thus itUicIi he 
was willing to lay belorehaiul, and wnhout any fartlier in- 
formation on tiio luliieCl:, that he* ih.ould be much better 
jileafed if Alinlileis were to dec lane tluit they meant it 
inercily as a commercial rieaty, and tliat Ihancc underilood* 
it as lucli, and as fia ij only. In tliat cafe Minilters would 
liave to !>rove, tla-t i: difi n.o't pievidi^ a new channel ot com- 
merce at tlie CN'i'SKa- oi ail lh<.‘ otl’.er ancient channels, 
wliich tins Isingdo.n la.il long been in pohe/hon ot, and wliicli'' 
had been iourul to lie ioiiiees ot commercial wcalih and 
jirorpenty. if, on the other b.and, Minilfers avowed that 
the treaty was meant b'y tb.ein as a political meal'ure, and 
that th'-y had in view that f:rt ot conncdHcm rliat thould 
rendei* it more uiineulr for France and this coiinti v to go to 
war than heret(d„.;e, they tiieii would ha\tr to lliew ilrong 
and fatisn>6tory ieah..)ii-» fei- llieir liaving pmiued and con- 
ciuded a meal u re be nv w in tlie annals ot this couiPcrv, and 
of fuch inimite maymiuile and importance. 

On theprefftnt occa.'ieai, he mult inri(*at tlio l-Ioiifc to cal! to 
their remembrance tluu France Inidonly ch.ang;ed her means, 
but not her end. I h r olijeCt liad uniformly been tlie lame, , 
though her fyiiem oi :e‘ii:ig vras diilerent. In the reign oi 
Louis the b ourtientln ilv* aim ot 1 ranee was o))cii and 
avowed; t'iie means lin.* employed to attain her end, olVen- 
live, arrogant, and lliamelcf;. She had leen her error, and 
added upon princij.dcs of a vvilcr prdicy ; lier means vveie , 
now mild, more amialilc, more benevolent. They did her 
liuinanity credit; they allured, they conciliated, they 
worked her purp'oitt lecietly, but feciirely. F'ormcrly op- 
prefiion and po'Aor were her engines ; engines ofienfive to all 
wdio beheld their iii^a hi liable exorcife, and fuch as could not 
tail to roufe general indignation, and animate to refillancc 
every power that had a fpark of fpirit, of generofity, or of 
goodnefs in its compofition. Hence the weak found advo- 
cates, \he opprelled proteddion ; and hence the daring at- 
tempts at univerfal monarchy, made by I.ouis the Fourteenth, 
were oppofed, haftled, repelled and fruftrated! What was 
the engine wiili wltich F rance operated her wiflied-for end 
at this time? Inldueno;! tliat fecrct and almofl: reflidlefs 
power; that power with vvlych ambition gains its purpofe, 
almoft imperceptibly, but much more elFecdually than with 
any other! At this time too, it ought to be recolledded, 

that 
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that Louis the Sixteenth poflefTed abundantly more power 
than ever Louis the Fourteenth could boaft of, and that 
fuperiority, great as it was, would, in all probability, be 
confiderably heightened very fhortly. At fuch a moment 
then, was it riglit to enter into a connection by treaty with 
the Moft Chriftian King ? How was it to be accounted for, 
butty fuppofing that there were in this country fome men lb 
dazzled with the fplendour of Louis the Sixteenth, fo con- 
feious of the eminence of power which France had lately 
attained, that tliey funk before it, and, loll in their own def- 
pondency, thought it right for us, dimihifl'ied as our fplen- 
dour was, in comparifon with the aggrandizement of bur 
continental nciglibour, to feize the earl left moment of 
making terms with hej;, forming a connedHon by treaty, 
and by that means artfully fecurlng a claim to her protec- 
tion. Far was it from him to intend to clinrge the riglit 
honourable gentleman oppofite to liim with entertaining 
fuch abjedl: opinions, or with thinking of abandoning all 
expeeftation of tlie poUibility of France’s being once more 
humbled; but, he was perfuaded, there were men in tlie 
country, fo loft to the memory of its former gTeatni^rs, as to 
feel in the manner he liad mentioned, and to adviib and aCt 
upon the littlenefs of tlieir own minds. 

Adminiftration mull, under the prefent circumftnnre% 
permit liim to inquire upon what ground it was poffible the 
moll rationally to account for the: fudden c*ivility which we 
experienced from France? \^'as it to be conlidered as a 
proof of lier moderation ? Had llie entered into the treaty 
w ith a view to give the lie to the old and rooted opinions i t 
philofophy, tliat it was a principle inherent in human nature 
to be eager to acquire more, in proportion as a great di*?.! 
more than could have been expefled, w'as already acquired? 
Did flic mean to clear up lier charaCler at once, and do 
away the libellous charge fo long al lodged again ft her, tliat 
11)6 was acluated by overweening ambition, and an inla- 
liable thirft after extenfion of power? Glorious condiuSl, it 
I’uch was its principle and its motive! Matclilefs frU-dc" 
nial ! to abjure the acquirement of almoft irrefiftible powder, 
when it was rendered fo eafy. But could any man in his 
fenfes believe in the fplendid illufion ? Could any ftatefmaa 
think that moderation, at a moment when moderation feem-, 
ed the leaft iiecellary, was tlie real and true motiv't that had 
induced France to put ns in a fiate that had the appearance 
of rendering all future hoftilities between her and Great 
Britain almoll impolTible to happen. Let thofe, who thought 
fo, recolle<5l, that paradoxical as the aflertion might appear, 
the cabinet of France had been the moll connftent in its 
eonduc5l of any that ever exifted. Notwithftanding the 
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nlus and chamber of the; French, as a people; notwith- 
ftanding the levity of their manners, the ficklenefs of their 
minds, the conllitntional mutability of their con du ft, the 
cabinet of France, as a cabinet, had uniformly afted upon 
the fame principle, aiming at the fime end, and only 
changing the n.eans of attaining that end, as tlie neceiJity 
of t?"e times, and as the fuggeillon of a u iiur policy Mlc- 
tattd. If Miniilers fuppofed that France acted upon a prin- 
ciple, of fincerity and friendrtiip towards u>, let them point 
cut the proofs ot tliat tricndfliip. 1 lie \va)' to judge of tlie 
friendly intentions of ihofe with whom we ncgociate, was 
not by looking to the manner of theit pcgociating with us, 
but their conduft w ith other powers, as far as it regarded 
our interells. iMiniliers might l-e^aid, to be in the honey- 
moon of their connoclicn with France. Had they, during 
tliat period, felt tiie influence of Franco greatly operating 
m oiir favour with thofe powers with whom we were nego* 
tint ing treaties? DU it manlleii iti'Uf in tlie Court of Por- 
rugal, in the Court of Spain, and in the Court of Peterf- 
hurgh ? , Were ti»c fyin]'>to’n < of it flrongly traceable at 
any one of tliofe CainiLS? h’* here elfe was a fymptom ot 
it to be found ? At tin’s tinva 1' ranee, tliat tonneily was 
celebrated foi having the moil powerful army of any i^uro- 
pcan potver, had an ariiiy, the fburtli only upon the Conti- 
nent; Prufiia, t4ie Fmpercr, and Rufha, had much greater 
armies. AVliat was the rcafon of this ? Tlie reafon was 
obvious; France relied on Iv.r fecurity on other means of 
defence — on ihc. inliucnii-e Ihe potlelled witli the neigliboiir- 
ing powers, and tlie ailiancv-s flu: had formed, lliofe cir- 
cumflanccs enaM..d Iicv to diininiih her land- force, to reducf; 
her army, and diixU all licr attenlion to her marine. Was 
her doing lo a iavourable fyniptoin to this country ? Did it 
indicate any est raordinnry proj^orticn of partiality towards 
( jreat Ih itain. The lionourahlc gentleman who had, with 
infinite ability, and fo highly to his own credit, feconded 
t.h-c addiefs, had laid d-'nvn a pofitiun, tlie language of which 
was more Uegan:, than the Icn! iinenr, he feared, was juft. 
He had l;iid, t!iat in abandoning the monopoly of our trade 
with America, and oj'nmiig a commercial intercourfe with 
I ranee, we gave up a precarious and ill paid annuity for a 
fee fim]'.fc^ wirli prompt and conflant payment. 'Fhe ex- 
prefiion was captivating, and the flyle beautiful; no won- 
der, therefore, that the Floufe a])peared to feel it, and gave 
tokens of ihcir ftitisfaftion. But was the pofitioii true? 
Could the benefits that iinght refult from our commercial 
intercourfe, whatever they might turn out, be compared tc 
afeefimple, with prompt payment? Surely not. What 
was toenlureus the ftability and permanency of peace? A 
I ’ commercial 
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conimercial treaty with France! No means, Mr. Fox faitl, 
appeared to him lefs likely to procure fuch an efFedt. In- 
l^ead of a fee fimple, with conftaiit payment, the more apt 
comparifon would be an annuity, the payment of which 
was liable to frequent interruption. Did hiftory encourage us 
to expedl a long duration of peace, or were we w^eak enough 
to Hjiagirie that France, from her prefent enjoymfnt of un- 
common power, was therefore Ids likely to break with us ? 
Let former precedents teach a better prudence. Refer to the 
records of the bell and moft authentic hiftorians, and it 
would be found, that France was moft inclined to preferve 
peace, when flie was moft humiliated and degraded. This 
country had l)een often cliarged with having borne herfelf 
arrogantly and didlatorij^ly, after the clofe of a triumphant 
war; but had it ever been ftid, that fuccei's checked the 
pride, or reduced the overweening ambition of France? 
Paft experience proved, that whenever I'rance faw this 
country weak, and thought her incapable of efteftually re- 
fifting, fhe feized the opportunity, and aimed at efFetling 
her iong-defired deIl:ru6tion. What prompted her to com- 
mence her hoftile attacks at the beginning of the .war pre- 
ceding the laft ? The occafion was flattering, it promifed 
eafy iuccefs, and the opportunity was irrefiftible. A fimi- 
lar opportunity would cloubtlefs produce fimilar confequences* 
It was idle therefore to fuppofe that F'rance, who Iiad really 
had fuch frequent reafon to confder Great 1^'itain as her moft 
powerful rival, and had received I'o many cliecks from her, 
that fhe had long wiftied to annihilate her as a ftate whofe 
enmity was to be dreaded, would all on a fudden forget her 
refentment, and juft at that moment when there appeared to 
be the leaft rational motive to prompt her to abandon a pur- 
pofe ihe had long and uniformly endeavoured to achieve. 

In the fpeech from the Throne it had been gracioufly de- 
clared, that a copy of the treaty Ihoukl be laid before the 
Houle. That initrument alone, lie believed, would neither 
enable the Houfe nor him to form any decifion upon the pro- 
priety of the treaty. Before tlie lloufe could juftify any 
vote upon the fiibjedl, tliey would undoubtedly expecSl to 
hear from His Majefty’s Minifters, the Hate of the various 
other treaties at this time negotiating. At prefent, there 
were more in agitation than this country, perhaps, ever ha(^ 
in hand at one time, the treaty witli RufEa, the l*reaty with 
Spain, and the treaty with Portugal. As Minifters had, a 
twelvemonth ago, boafted of the facility with which the 
treaty with Ruffia might be brought to a conclufion, he 
prefumed, that it either was concluded, or fo near con- 
clufion, that it might fiiirly be confidered the fame as con- 
cluded ; he would therefore fay nothing upon this particular 
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part of the fubje6l. Bat it was material to know in what 
fitiiation the treaty with Portugal ftood. Perhaps the pre- 
feiit treaty with France virtually annulled and abrogated 
the treaty with Portugal, commonly known by the name of 
the Methuen Treaty. It was alfo important to know how 
the treaty flood with Spain ; becaufe, if tlie Houfe meant 
to a£l as flatcfmen on the occafion, it was impoffible for 
tliem to come to any warrantable decifion refpecSling the 
treaty with France, without being fully apprized of the re- 
lative fituation of every other exilling treaty, or treaty at 
prefent negociating. Poflibly the prefcnt connedlion with 
France might operate to the deilru£lion of all our former 
conneitions with other powers fo far, that when, at a future 
period, France might think it wortJfi her while to break with 
us, we ihould find ourfelves dellitutc of friends, and uni- 
verfally abandoned. T'w’o years had been given in the defi- 
nitive treaty as the period, by tlie end of which a commer- 
cial treaty with France was obliged to be concluded, clearly 
that MiniAers might have time to look about them, to iee 
how old treaties Aood with other powers, and to conclude 
fucb new ones as appeared moil likely to conduce to the in- 
terefl of Great Britain, before they entered into any treaty 
with France. 

Fie faid, he m’glit poflibly be mifreprefented both at home 
and abroad, as ^.inan fo far prepofTefled by illiberal and vul- 
gar prejudices ngainft France, as to wifh never to enter into 
any connecStion with her. Be that as it might, he flioiild not 
eahly forget that thofe prejudices againft France, and that 
jealoufy, which liad for years prevailed of her ambition, 
liad been produilive of no bad confeqnences to this coun- 
try; on the contrary, that the wars grounded on our 
alarms at hcrflretches after inordinate power, and the jea- 
loufy which Ave had entertained of her defire to overturn 
the balance of power in Ku rope, had made this country great 
and glorious. He adverted to tlie peace of Utrecht, and 
talked of the bugbear that the Miniflcrs of that day had fet 
up to frighten the people into a belief that peace was ah- 
folutely iiecefTary; the probability of the Houfe of AuflruVs 
acquiring an improper fhafe of power. He alluded alfo to 
the circumAanccs that charafterized thehiflory of Holland, 
and its' prefent fjtuatioii and future profpefts. ' 

With refpedl to the convention with Spain, for carrying 
into efieifi: the fixth article of the treaty of peace, he muft 
confefs, that he did not lee, nor could he admit the neceflity 
for entering into any fuch convention : tlie article was fuf- 
flciently intelligible, and had ever appeared fo to him, 
though he was aware there had been fome doubts ft a ted re- 
fpedting its proper conftruflion. The country to be evi- 
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cuated under the convention, was^ a part of the Mufquito 
coaft, that never had, before the treaty, been confidered as 
belonging to the Crown of Spain, and inftead of being a 
mere fpot for the cutting of logwood, it was an adlual Bri- 
tifli colony. To oblige the inhabitants and fettiers, there- 
fore,-to evacuate it by February, would be an aft of the 
nioft* horrible injuftice, hecaufe it would be to oblige them 
to cjuit their poflcflions before they could reap the fruits of 
their induftry, which muft in that cafe be left in the ground* 

And for what purpofe could iuch a ceflion have been made? 

He Ihoiild have fuppofed, that if England had a treaty in 
iiaiid with the Court of Madrid, and a ceffion to make 
which that Court was defirous of having made to her, it 
would have been poiiticalVo liave holden back the boon that 
Spain was anxious to obtain, till after the objedls of our 
wiflies, as ftipulated for in the treaty negotiating, were 
complied with. Poffibly die ceflion was made beforehand, 
in order to put Spain in a humour to grant us v,^hat we want- 
ed with the greater chcerfulnefs. For his own part, he joined 
moll: heartily in the congratulations of His Majefty, on an 
event that nothing but tlie phrenzy of a lunatic could have 
induced, and which it became the charadler of the nation to 
a'£t upon, exaftly according to which they had fo lagacioufly 
procceeded. In conclufion, Mr. Fox repeated his determi- 
nation to give his affirmative to theaddrefs. • 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt exprefled his heartfelt fatisfaeSdon at Mr. 
difeovering that his fanguine expeflations that the Houfe 
would meet the motion for an addrefe with their unanimous 
concui rence, were anfwered in the fulleft manner. It would, 
indeed, have been fmgularly unfortunate, if an addrefs, com- 
mencing as that now under difeuflion commenced, with the 
congratulations of the Houfe on his Majelly’s late moft for- 
tunate efcape, from an attempt fo pregnant with misfortune 
and ruin to the country, fhould be carried otherwife tliaii 
with one concurring heart and one concurring voice. He 
was fure no gentleman could he juftly confidered as the true 
reprefentative of any part of his conftituents who could he- 
fi tate a moment on the vote which he fliould give. He had 
equally expedfed that every other part of the addrefs would 
meet with unanimous confent ; but he confefled he had not 
looked for fuch arguments in fupport of that unanimity as 
the right honourable gentleman had thought proper to ufe. 

He fuppofed he muft impute it to his own want of clearnefs 
and comprehcnlion ; but he rnuft allow, that, as far as any 
thing that had fallen from the right honourable gentleman 
could have any effefl on his mind, it would be to induce him 
to negative a confiderable part of the addrefs : for the right 
hoipurable gentleman had let out with declaring his intention 
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to acquicfce in the motion; and though he had, in the con- 
cluhonof his fpeech, repeated his intention, yet the whole 
ot tlie intermediate part of what he had faid, went to com- 
bat and oppofe the principles of the very meafuie which he 
declared himfelf ready to fupport. The riglit honourable 
gentleman had begun with acknowledging wliat no man but 
himfelf could Tvell think of denying, That the pofituTn ot 
his honourable friend who feconded the morion, that peace 
‘‘ was preferable to war, and commerce more defiiable than 
conqueft, was fubftantially reafonable and true;” and yet 
he had, with the mofl: elaborate eloquence, endeavoured to 
prove, the diredl reverfe of each of thofe propofitions. He 
had laboured alfo with great and unneceflary pains to vindi- 
cate this country from the imputi^ion of a too great readi- 
nefs to engage in fchemes of ambition and conqueft, and to 
neglect her commercial concerns, and thofe benefits that 
might be derived from peace; but there was no occaCon for 
any fuch vindication, becaufe the treaty w^ent only to carry 
into eiFedt the principles of that pacific difpofition wdiich the 
right honourable gentleman had attributed to the general po- 
litics 6t this country, and not to impede and diiiurb them. 
The right honourable gentleman had, in the opening of an- 
other part of his argument, taken great pains to clear him- 
felf of the imputation of being governed by vulgar and illi- 
beral prejudicef. Such a vindication of himfelf was furely 
unneceflary ; for, as to illiberal prejudices, no perfon could 
charge them on a man of his experience and underflanding, 
and there was no ground whatfoever for accufing him of vul- 
gar prejudices, as his opinions were fo far from being vulgar, 
that he believed he was the only perfon in the whole king- 
dom who entertained them. Might he take the liberty to 
afk the right honourable gentleman, whether, when ufing 
the word jcaloujy^ lie was defirous of recommending to this 
country fuch a ipecics of political jealoufy as fliould be ei- 
ther mad or blind, fuch a fpecies as fliould induce her either 
madly to throw away that which w^as to make her happy, or 
blindly to grafp at that which muft end in her ruin ? Was the 
necelfityof a perpetual animofity with France fo evident and 
fo prelfing, that for it we were to fiicrifice every commercial 
advantage we niight expedl from a friendly intercaurfe with 
tliat country, or was a pacific connexion between tlie two 
kingdoms fo highly ofFenfive, that even an extei;\iion of 
commerce could not counterpoife it. For his part, he could 
by Jio means join in opinion with the right honourable gen- 
tleman, that the Fitaation of Great Britain and France was 
Inch as precluded the poflibility of an intcrcourfe; hut he was 
fare if fuch intcrcourfe was not abfolutely impradicable, the 
.treaty now depending was the mofl likely of any meafure 
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to it, as it was fuch a one as would make it the intereft 
of each nation to cherifli and preferve the connedlion, and 
would focflentially implicate and unite the views and conve- 
nience of a large part of each kingdom, as would enfure as 
i^juch as poflible the permanence of the fyftem about to be 
cffabiillied. The right Iionourable gentleman had triumphant- 
ly Yor^told the overthrow and interruption of this project, 
fliould it ever he brought into execution, and had attributed 
fuch an event to the overweening ambition of France* He 
\voiiId not take upon himfclf to anfwer for the duration of 
any arrangement wliatfoever that could be overturned by the 
caprices, the errors, or the paflions of mankind. He would 
not fay that nations, as well as individuals, might not, as 
they frequently had (lone,\)ecome fubjedl: to the weaknefles 
inlierent in human nature: thofe imperfeflions might pro- 
bably, at one time or other, mingle in the refolutions and 
diicidlions of the l.egiflatiire or Councils of either kingdom, 
and undo what, he liattered himfelf, was now nearly perfected 
by the good fenle and vvifdom of both. How foon fuch an 
event might take place he could not poiTibly forcree ; but if 
war was thegreateit of evils, and commerce the greateR fe- 
licity whicli it was poRible for a country to enjoy, ail which, 
though contrary to the right honourable gentleman's opinion, 
he believed, was the general fenfe of the nation, then it be - 
came the duty of thofe to whom public maifagements were 
entrulled, to endeavour as much as porih .e x.o render the cr.e 
permanent, and to remove the prolpedi of danger to the 
other. This was the objefl of the prefen.t treaty ; fci la 
great vsx*re the advantages iikelv to arife from it, that il.ey 
would not only ftrongly operate on the minds of every fix- 
ceoding Adminiliration to avoid a war as hong as it couid be 
avoided with ])onour and prudence, but would alfo Itrength- 
en the refources of the ccuiitry towaids carrying on a war 
wlienever it lliould hc'ccmc indilhprdal.Iv r.eceflary to engage 
in one. I'hls was tlie true nu thod ot making peace a blei- 
fing ; that while it was the parent of iminLdlaic wealth and 
happinefs, it fiiould alfo be the nuife of furure itrengtii and 
fecurity. The qurirrels between k'rance and Britain had too 
long continued to harafs not only tiroie tw^o great and icr 
fpeflable nations then'ifclves, but bad frequently embroiled 
the peace of Europe ; nay, it luul didurbed the trafiquiiiiry 
of the moll remote parts of the world. Hiev had, by their 
pall conclufl, acled as if they were intended by nature for the 
dellru£lion of each other; hut he hoped the time was now 
come when they Ihould juftify the order of the univerfe, and 
fliew that tliey were better calculated for the more amiable 
purpofes of friendly intercourfe and mutual benevolence. 
There were many parts of the right honourable gentleman's 
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fpeech, to which, for the prefent, he (hould give no attfwer^ 
as the only proper and regular method for the right honour- 
able gentleman to obtain the information he required, would 
be by moving for an addrefs to His Majefty to lay fuch in- 
formation before the Houfe; and as to other parts of the 
right honourable gentleman’s inquiries, he could refer lyrrrfo 
a much better authority than that which he had called for— 
the authority of his own fenfes. The treaty it felf was the' 
beft fource of information on thefe queflions. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman would there lee how far ihe connedf ion 
to he formed between the two countries was to be confidered - 
as political, how far as barely commercial ; but, for his own 
part, he confellcd tliat he could not conceive a commercial In- 
tel couife bet w^een any two natii^is that muftmot neceflarily 
have a powerful eftedl on their political condiidt towards each 
other. The right honourable gentleman, when Secretary of 
State, had himlelf recognized, and acknowledged the nccef- 
tity of renewing and flrengthening our commercial inter- 
courfe with France; nay, he had adfually, by an exprefs ar- 
ticle of the definitive treaty, bound down the country to 
make a commercial treaty with France in tlie courfe of two 
years, and theEngli/h AmbajOTador, at that time (the Duke of 
Mancheller) liad taken aftive ileps to bring the F'rench Mi- 
niftry into fuch a fcheine. But if it was the intention of 
th(^ right honourable g*entleman to have propofed fucli a j)lan 
as h(i now feeined to think the only proper one, a i>lan of a 
commercial arrangement, that fhould not create an intcreft 
in either nation to maintain and render it permanent, fuch a 
one as fliouIJ not be conlldered by either as equally defirahle 
with a flate of hofiility and war; if inch was his plan, and 
it was evident that he would not Iiave approved of a difierent 
one, he had then afted hut [)riulently iii dcilroying all traces 
of it, and in taking care not to It ave any copj of lo very no- 
table a projedf in his office beliind him. 

I'he right honourable gentleman had called nj>onhim to 
give an account of the part that the Frencli Court might take 
in tlie different negociations now carrying on l^y us with 
other countries. On that fuhjecf he Ihouid not think him- 
felf hound to give any aniwer whatlbever, much lefs would 
he undertake to account for and explain the difFerent ar- 
rangensents which tlje King of F rance might think proper to 
make in the various depaitments of liis efiablilhments and 
expenditures. With refpeft to the ftate of our negociations 
with Portugal, that not being a queftion before the Houfe, 
nor proper to come before it at prefent, except in confe- 
qnence of an addrefs regularly moved and voted by that 
Houfe to be prefen ted to His Majefty, he fliould by lio 
means enter into it : but if any gentleman fliould defiie to 
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te how far our connedtion with Portugal was likely to be 
ed by the French treaty, he jfliould then think hirnielf 
bound to latisfy him by one or the other of the following an- 
fwers, either that the connedlion would not he at ail affedted, 
or tliat we were left at full by the terms of tlie pre- 

Idt%t^treaty, to carry into eifFedf the fpirit of riic old ihbllliing 
treatie;^, with the Court of Portugal. The fadl was, that the 
latter was the cafe; but he fliould not hcTitate to iav, that 
when the Court of Portugal Ihevved herielf en tit led to re - 
ceive fuch a benefit at the hands of C/reat Ih itain, lie lliould 
be ready to concur in granting it ; fiiit al long as the Court 
of Portugal continued to withhold trom us bur p)‘ 0 ])ortion of 
the mutual advantage provided for both nations by the Me- 
thuen treaty, as fhe had d^ne for many years part, fo long lie 
fhould think it the duty of Adminilfration to iVifpcnd tlie 
execution of tliat part of tlie Frencli treaty tliat kfr us at li- 
berty to fecurctothe kingdom of Portugal a .continuance of 
tliat favour whicli file had hitherto enjoyed, hut to wiiidi 
her piefent coiuiucl: i'ecmed hut little to entitle lua*. 

He felt no inconllderable pleafure in perceiving, tliat, not 
withllanding the right honourable gentleman luu!, with l-> 
much zeal and velieinence argued againli tlie add refs, vn 
tliat he v/as willing to vote for it, and ho hoped tliat lie 
would continue to ufe the lame condudl: tlirougli the i'ellion 
with which he had begun it ; for, if the right honourable 
gentleman fiiould make it his pradlice to v(he always in di- 
recl; oppofition to liis own fpeeches and arguments, there was 
good ground for expecliiig a greater degree ot unanimity 
tlian otherwife could be looked lor. 

There was one ohje6l more cui which he ihoul.l onlv fav 
afewnvords, and this was the cefiion of the Med(|uiio Ihore 
to tlie Crown of Si)ain. Sliotihl that mcal'ure at any future 
time be regularly called in cjuertion hv the liphi honouralTls 
gentleman, he Ihonld be a])le to meet Jum at a great advan- 
tage, as he fhould enjoy tl|p power of combating tlie right 
honourable gentleman on his own grounds. 1 lie right ho- 
nourable gentleman, when in office, and at a rime^dicn 
claims were made by the Crown of Spain ujion tliofe terri- 
tories at the period of tlie peace, then entered into agree- 
ment tliat they fliouid be coded that Crown as loon as a 
certain equivalent fliould be given. Tliat equivalent had, 
been now adjulled, and it was attended with mafiy advan- 
tages, that at the time of making the agreement had not been 
ftipulated, but which the Crown of Spain had been prevail - 
ed up«n to grant ; fo that inftead of a concelfion on our part, 
it would he found to be a very beneficial exchange. 

Mr. Fox anfwered, that the right honourable gentleman 
had, ' throughout his fpeech, endeavoiared to reprefent his 
T 0 J..XXI, D ' condua 
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condudl in having diredkcd the ncgociation of the definitive 
treaty, which, in one of Mts artides, bound this country to 
make a commercial treaty with France in two years^ as if 
the preliminaries which that definitive treaty ratified and 
confirmed had been preliminaries of his negociating. The 
fa£t notorioiifly was, that he had greatly difapproved 
veral of thofe preliminaries; but had he equally difa'Jjprofed 
of all of them, he fiiould have confidered it to have been his 
duty to have had them ratified by a definitive treaty, bccaufe 
he thought the honour of this country required that the 
promifes held out to France by the preliminary treaty Ihould 
be fulfilled. With regard to the fixth article of the treaty 
with Spain, that flood in a fimilar fituation* He found it 
negociating when he came into o^Sce, and he was therefore 
obliged to complete it. As to what the right honourable gen- 
tleman had faid of his projefl of a commercial treaty with 
France, he fhoiild, at a fit opportunity, feel no difficulty iii 
meeting him on that ground ; and in anfwer to the right ho- 
nourable gentleman’s plaufible argument on the fubjedl of 
employing the time of peace by improving our refources, and 
his affertion that the commercial treaty with France was 
likely to prove a nurfery and a fource of the means of war, 
he begged him to recollefl, that as France was to participate 
equally in all the advantages reful ting from the commercial 
intercourfe, the^treaty would prove a nurfery and a fource of 
her means of war as well as of ours. Upon this ground, 
therefore, the ncquifitions on either fide Were equal. 

The quefiion was then put, and the addrefs carried unani- 
moufly. 

Mr. Burke afterwards gave notice, that he would renew 
the fubjeft of tlie impevichment of Mr. Haftings on Thurfday 
fe’nnight. 

The Houfe adjourned to this day, 

Wednefday^ 24tb January* 

No material debate occurred. 

Mr. ^hcrldan having prefaced his obfervatiops, by intima- 
ting to the Houfe that he had heard, that, on the preceding 
Tuefday, when the neceflity of attending to feme bufinels 
in the country had obliged him to delay his appearance in the 
execution of his parliamentary duty, notice had been given 
by a right honourable friend, that the charge relative to the 
Princeffes of Oude would be brought forward on the epfu- 
fng Thurfday, remarked, that he rofe to fay, that having 
himfelf conceived, that Monday fe’nnight was the intended 
day, and having informed feveral members who were yet in 
fhe country, that the bulinefs would not be brought pn be- 
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fore Monday fe’nnight, he defircdnot to change the day, but 
to let the Houfe underftand, that, on Thurfday next, he 
wilhed to call Mr» Middleton to the bar to explain a few 
points in his evidence, refpefting which, as they flood at 
' pielent, great doubts might arife, and which doubts nothing 
bdt q^ew queftions put to Mr. Middleton could clear up. 

His right honourable friend did not mean himfelf to interro- 
gate Mr. Middleton, but the whole would reft on the few 
queftions which he (Mr. Sheridan) thought it abfolutely ne- 
celTary to put to Mr. Middleton, whicli would not detain 
that gentleman at the bar above half an hour ; and he fhould, 
on Monday fe’nnight, be prepared to bring forward the bufx- 
nefs of the charge ; but. that no time would a61:ually be loft 
by this mode of proceeding, as his right honourable friend 
would be ready to come forward with another charge on 
Thurfday In the fame week. Mr. Sheridan added, that if 
there were any ferious objeflion to calling Mr. Middleton 
again to the bar, he would wave his motion for his attejid - 
ance on Thurfday ; but as the queftions which he wiflied to 
put to that gentleman were really important, and wQuld take 
up but very little time, he hoped there would not be any oh- 
jeilion. Under this idea, he fhould therefore beg leave to 
move, That Nathaniel Middleton, Efquire, do attend the 

Committee of the whole Houfe on India affairs on Thiirf- 

day next.** • 

Major Scott rofe, and tnifted that it was generally under- Major Scott 
flood, that the charge refpe6ling the Princefles of Oude 
would adtually be brouglit forward next Monday fe’nnight,”' 
and another charge on the Thurfday following. 

Mr. Chancellor jPi/r remarked, that if the accufations in- 
tended to be advanced were likely to introduce as much de- 
tailed matter as foine of the former charges agamft Mr. Haf- 
tiiigs, and to occupy as much of the time of the Houle, 
very little of the week indeed would remain for the difpatch 
of other material public buflnefs ; and therefore, was it his 
defign to have embraced an opportunity, in the courfe of 
the next week, to have fubmitted it to the decifion of the 
Houfe, what clay in the week following would be the moll 
convenient for taking the copies of the treaty of navigation 
and commerce with the Moft Chriftian King, and of the 
convention with the Catholic King, into confideration* Thefe 
treaties were matters of infinite importance to the Country ; 
the Public had been apprifed of their having been concluded, 
efpecially the firft of thettJ, for a confiderable time ; and it 
was highly n^ceflary that as early a day as the convenience 
of the Houfe would admit, Ihould be nxed on for their dif- 
cuflion. He therefore hinted it to gentlemen, that it might 
not be pr.oper for two of the Indian charges to be brought 

“ D 2 forward 
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forward in one and the fjune week ; and concluded with de- 
claring, that he did not mean to obje£l to Monday next as 
one of the days, but that it would depend on the futute ar- 
rangement of bufinefs, whether he fhould or fliould not Ob- 
je6t to the Tliurfday. 

I'he queflion was then put and agreed to. 

"I'he Speaker exprefled his wiflies that the Houfe would 
pleafe to lettle the order of balloting for Committees to try 
eledlion petitions. !Ie Hated what had been the pra6ticeand 
rule of proceeding in every feffion fince the laft general elec- 
tion, reciting the inconveniencies and confufion it had been 
attended with, and alfo its advantages, and fubmitting it to 
the Houfe, wliether they would proceed as heretofore, by 
taking them in the order, and according to the time of tlie 
petitions being delivered in at the table, or otherwife. Tlie 
iiKittar being lottled as heretofore, two eleftion petitions, 
one from Norwich, and the other from Carlifle, were deli- 
vered at the table, and the Committee to try the firft ap- 
pointed to be balloted for on the 13th, and the Committee to 
try the fecond appointed to he balloted for on the 15th of I'e- 
bruary. Several j)etitions relating to undue returns and otlier 
matters were prefented, and afterwards, when the Speaker 
had taken the cliair, lie reported Flis Majefty’s anfwer to the 
adclrefs of that Houfe moved on Tliurfday laft, wliich was 
as follows : 

Gentlemen, 

‘‘ 1 thank you for this very loyal and dutiful addrefs. 

The warm expreflions of your afle6lionate attachment 
to my perfon, and the afturances of your intention to ap- 
ply with diligence to thofe interefting objcdls wliicli I 
‘‘ have recommended to your conflderation, aftbrd me pe* 
culiar fatisfaftion,” 

The Houfe adjourned. 

^burfdayj 2^th yanuary. 

The Houfe not entering upon this day into any debate, 
waited upon the King witli the following addrefs : 

The humble addrefs of the Houfe of Commons to the 
King. 

Gracious Sovereign^ 

We, your Majefty’s moft dutiful and loyal fubjecSIs, 
** the Commons of Great Britain, in Parliament afiembled, 
beg leave to return your Majefty our humble thanks for 
‘‘ your moft gracious fpeech from the throne; and to take 
the earlieft opportunity of offering to your Majefty, in 
3 * 
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« our own name, and in that of a}l the Commons of Great 
Britain, our moft hearty eongfatulations on the preler- 
vati6n of a life fojuftlj deaf to.your People. We enter- 
tain a juft fenfe of the pecMliar favour of providence iu 
averting the danger to which we were expoled, and ren- 
cerirjg it only the occafion of manifeftiiig, in the fulleft 
manner, thole fentiments of duty and afledionate attacli- 
inent to your facied pcrfon, which are deeply rooted in 
tlie hearts of all y'v)ur Majefty’s fubjedls. 

We condole with your Majefty on the unfortunate 
death of that moft illuilrious and cxcelJeiit Princefs, vour 
Majefty’s aunt, the Princel's Amelia. 

It is with great fatisfadion we learn that the tranquil- 
ilty of Europe remaiTis uninterrupted; and, tliat your 
Majefty continues to receive allura.nces from ail foreign 
powers of their friendly dii'pofition towards tins country. 

We are feufihle of your Majefty’s goodnefs in having 
diredted the treaty of commerce and navigation with 
the Adoft Chriftian King, and the convention agreed upon 
“ with tlie Catholic King, to be laid before us. ilojli thele 
events, particularly a meafure fo important and extcnllve 
as a commercial arrangement between tins country and 
France, mull he higlily interefting to us and our con- 
ftituents ; and it will afford us the truf. il latisfaciion to 
concur in any meafure calculated for tlu? encouragement 
of induftry, and the extenfion of lawful commerce, and 
which, by promoting a beneficial intercourie between tlie 
twocoujuiies, lhall n])j)ear likely to give additional per- 
manence to the hlcilings of peace. 

Vour Majcliy may at all times rely on our readinefs 
to make due i)rovilion for tlic feverai branches of tin; 
public lervice; and the Hate of the revenue, fo nearly 
conneded with the national credit and the fafety and 
l)rofpei!ty of your M^efiy’s dominions, will continue 
to engage our un i cm ittmg attention. 

W e lhall not tail to take fucli meafiires as may be nc- 
ceffiry for the trani'portation of convids, in order to re- 
medythe inconvenience which has arifen from the crowded 
“ ftate of the jails in difterent parts of the kingdom, 

Welliall diligently apply ourfelves to the confideration 
of any regulations which can be adopted for ?he eafe of* 
tlie merchants, and for iimplifying the public accounts 
in the various brandies of the revenue : And it will be 
equally our duty and inclination to ufe our utmoft exer- 
tions in purfuit of fuch objects as may tend ftill farther 
to improve tlte national refources, and to fecond your Ma- 
jefty’s gracious and parental wiflies for the welfare and 
happinels of your People. ^ 


Alrnday^ 
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Jihnday^ January^ 

Ttamedlatcljr after tht {^refenUtion of cd|>iei of dl^rent 
orders, of private bills, and of petitions, 

Mr. Minchla tofe, and ha^iiijg bbftrved that the r^ht 
honourable gentleman who preffled at the head oii^frars, 
did, upon a former occaGon flgrlify to the Houfe his deter- 
mination to embrace an opportunity of ilamiiig as early a 
day as poflible for the coilGderation of the treaty of naviga- 
tion and commerce concluded With France; added that as 
he conceived that treaty to he only one part of a commer- 
cial fyftem adopted by Government for the beneGt and ad- 
vantage of this country, and that/>ur commerce and trade 
with Portugal was alfo a necelTary and material part of that 
fyllem, he wiflied to know what the Gate of our trade with 
that country had been for the laft ten years, before he wai 
called upon to give a vote either of approbation or difappro- 
bation of the treaty with France. With regard to himfelf, 
he IhoulJ ingenuoufly confefs, that adtually he neithei* 
knew nor pretended to know, what the fituation of our 
trade with Portugal, with refpeft to our export of woollens, 
and our import of Port wines was at prefent ; but as he felt 
an eager defire to get out of the Gate of ignorance in which 
he Good as foon as poffible, lie would move, that An ac- 
count of the quantity of woollen goods exported from the 
port of London to Portugal, between the iG of january 
1777, and the iG of January 1787, be laid before th^ 
Houfe.’’ 

Mr. Fox feconded the motion. 

Mr. Chancellor Piit exprefled his hopes that the Ho'ufe 
would do him the juftice to believe, that he did not enter- 
tain even the xnoG diGafit intention of objefting to either 
the prefent motion from the honourable gentleman, or to 
any other motion which might b|| thought likely to afford 
iicccffary information, but he greatly feared that the objeft 
of the honourable gentleman would be by no means fatis- 
fadtorily anfwered, were the motion carried. Before the 
Houfe came to the conCderation of the commercial treaty 
concluded with France, it would be proper and abfolutely 
^neceGary for a great deal more information with refpedl to 
ihe trade'with Portugal to belaid before them, than the pre- 
fent motion was likely to reach. It was indeed his intention 
to lay all the information upon the fubjefl: which His Ma- 
jeGy’s miniGers could obtain, before the Houfe, and that as 
early as poGible. Gentlemen were not unapprized that a 
treaty was at this moment in negociation with the Court of 
Portugal, and that it was daily expefted that the perfon 
who was well known to have been fome time abfent from 

I^9lldon 
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London upon that bufindi^ would either return or fend home 
^fuch intelligence as would ’teeUe His Majefey’s fervants to 
^do t|idrduty in this re{pe&. Ju order the more fully to 
^afcertain the true ftate of the tfadfc of this country with 
Portugal^ the gentleman fent to negociate the pending treaty, 
inftrufted to exert his utmoft endeavours to get at that 
olyeft/^and the better to attain the end delired in this refpedV, 
the fa&ory in Portugal had been written to, and called upon 
to furnilh all the information they could give upon the Tub- 
and as foon as the gentleman now abroad returned, or 
the difpatches came, he would lay the intelligence before 
the Houfe. Thus all the poffible lights would be given that 
the nature of the cafe would admit of, and thus the Houfe 
would be in pofleflion of much fuller information than could 
be expefted to be derived from any papers which the Cuf- 
tom-houfe could furnifh in confequence of the prefent mo- 
tion. I'hofe gentlemen who were converfant at all with 
Cuftom-houfe returns to the orders of that Houfe, could 
not be ftrangers to the imperfeft and unfatisfadtory manner 
in which thofe returns were generally made up, and the 
very flender degree of information they afforded! If it 
fhould fo happen, that the expedled accounts of the ftate of 
the trade with Portugal fhould not arrive in time, it was 
to be remarked, that this country had it in her power to 
continue to Portugal the advantages in point of trade, that 
{he had till this time enjoyed, even after Parliament ftionld 
have come to a refolution, approving of the commeicial 
treaty with France. Notwithftanding that for the reafons 
he had mentioned, he rather wiftied that the honourable 
gentleman would not prefs his motion ; yet he could have no 
objedlion to that or any motion which might be deemed ne- 
ceffary, or thought likely to afford the Houfe the fmalleft 
degree of information. Perfuaded that the objeft was of 
the utmoft magnitude and of the higheft confequence, he 
truly felt the impoilibility of being too diligent and expe- 
ditious in fupplying the Houfe with every fpecies of intel- 
ligence whatfoever. 

Mr. Fox faid, that when he felt how congenial the former Mr. Fox. 
part of the obfervations of the right honourable gentleman, 

Was with thofe fen timents which he himfclf had entertained, 
he could not avoid lamenting over (what feemed,tobe the' 
cafe, unlefs his ears deceived him) their difference of opi- 
nion with regard to the general clofe of his remarks. In 
the former part of the right honouiable gentleman^s f|)eech 
he bad conceived him to admit, that before the Houfe 
would be competent to come to any vote of approbation 
of the commercial treaty with France, it would be ajj/blutely 
nece0ary for them to have befom them all the information 

poffible. 
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poffible, relative to. tlie prefent ftate of our trade with Por- 
tugal, and with that view he had und^rftood the right ho- 
nourable gentleman to have wiftied the motion not to be 
prcflecl. His objedlion to the'motion, Mr. Fox fa id, was, 
that it really could not produce the information wifhed for. 
Cuilom-houfe returns, to the orders of that Houfe, to fiy 
the truth, produced, for the mo/l part, a fort of i^fo'^^nlat^on 
fcarcely gocxl for any thing; but even were it likely for 
thole rcturii;’, in the prefent cale, to be made up with un- 
ufual exachu b’, it was impolfible that the information they 
afforded, could throw any material iiglit upon the extent of 
the trade (vf this country wuli Portugrd, becaufe the re* 
turns of tiie CulLoin Houfe of the port of London could 
not, ia Ills mind, comprehend one^ialf, nor one tliird, nor 
fcarceiy ;i fourth of the whole of the trade between 
Ihitaia and Portugal. With regard to what tlie right ho* 
nourahie gtinJeman I>ad faid in the latter part ot his fpeech, 
as to Its being proper for that Houfe, in cafe of the fuJurc 
t)f the arrival of the information expedled by His Majelty’s 
Mi/tilters from Portugal, to jirocecd to a refolutioii of ap- 
probation of the commercial treaty w^itli ihaince, there he 
nmft diiler with the honourable gentleman a!togethe:r. He 
meant not at tliat time to foreftall a future (l(d)ate, or to 
enter prematurely into the ditciiffion of fubjucl> which had 
better be lefcrYed for a fitter time ; but he could not too 
eagerly declare, that before he could make up liis mind upon 
the French treaty, wliich in elfedl implied, or rather a* 
mounted to a breach of the treaty with Portugal, common- 
ly called the Methuen treaty, lie inuJl know how the trade 
between this kingdom and Portugal Hood. 'Fhat a treaty 
was pending with Portugal was well known, and report 
faid, that it was near being brought to a conclufion, but 
terminated it muft be one way or another, and that Houfe 
ought to know that it w^as fo, before they decided upon the 
treaty with France. Would any man pretend that the two 
confiderations were not complicated and involved in each 
other, and that the tw^o treaties whicli fubfifl between this 
country and France, and tliat between this country anti 
Portugal, did not bear a relation to each other t Would not 
the right honourable gentleman himfelf feel alhamed, and 
•-think it a reproach were it to be imputed to him, that, as one 
of His Majefty’s Minifters, lie had entered into, and con- 
cluded a commercial treaty with France, without attention 
to our trade with Portugal. Far be it from him to harbour 
fora moment, even a tiiought fo injurious to the right ho- 
nourable ge ntleman’s ability and fenfc of the duties of his 
ftation.^ I'hat being the cafe then, and it being undeniable 
that the treaty with France and the treaty with Portugal 
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bore a relation to each other, it was abfurd for any man 
to contend that the Houfe could decide upon the one with-* 
cut knowing all the bearings and tendencies of the other. 

Mr. Chancellor Fitt anfwered, that although not in the Mr. Chan- 
leaft more inclined than the right honourable gentleman, to 
make.the commercial treaty a point of immediate difcuflion, 
yet if there were any leading parts as to the propriety of 
the day on which they ought to enter into the iriveftigation 
of it, the nature and extent of the information they ought 
to have before them, previous to their difcuflion of it, or 
any particulars likely to afFe6l the turn of the debate, he 
ftiould think it for the general accommodation of the Houfe 
to have thofe points fettled and decided on a day priqr to the 
day of the main debate; and therefore if any gentleman 
had any doubt upon his mind of the defeription to which 
he had alluded he Ihoulcl be glad to know it, that when he 
fubmiited to the Houfe the day on which he fliould wifli 
the treaty to be taken into confideration, a day might at 
the fame time be fixed for the difcuflion and decifion of fuch 
doubts* As in a commercial treaty there were rteceflarily 
various articles of detail, which required to be ultimately 
fettled by a convention negociated fubfequent to the treaty, 
fuch a convention had been concluded ; but as the ratifica- 
tions of it had been but lately exchanged^ or rather the ra- 
tifications fo exchanged had not arrived, he waited merely 
for their arrival, before he piropofed a day for taking the 
treaty into confideration. As foon as the ratified conven- 
tion came, he expedled to receive His Majefty’s commands 
to lay a copy of it before the Houfe, and then he would 
fubmit the nomination of a day for the difcuflion of the 
treaty to the Houfe, at which time alfo the day for deciding 
any doubtful point, might be fixed. The right honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Fox) had laid down one pofition with 
much greater appearance of heat and paflion than had been 
neceflary, as it was a pofition, that it would be difecult to 
find a man on either fide of the Houfe willing to deny; no 
lefs a pofition than that it wsts the duty of His Majefty’s go- 
vernment, when they negociated a treaty of Comn^erce With 
France, not to have been inattentive to the confideration of 
the ftate of our exifting treaty and future trade^ with Por- 
tugal. — This was not only true in itfelf, but it was aftually 
unneceflTary for him to fay any thing to prove that His Ma- 
jefty’s Minifters had been duly attentive to the treaty filb* 
filling with Portugal, and the future trade with that king- 
doiti, when they negotiated the conamercial treaty Wim 
France# becaufe that very treaty ^ppn the fece of it bote 
. incontrovertible evidence of their naving done f 6 ,*s ft con- 
^^ined aa expreia refers in favour 01 Poitugsd. enabling 
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Ais country, whenever Portugal Ihewed herfclf by her 
jconduft entitled to a continuance of the advantages fhc en- 
joyed at our hands by virtue of the Methuen treaty, to fc^ 
cure a continuance of the advantages to that kingdom. 
The right honourable gentleman had been a little incorrect 
in his expreffion, when he faid that a refolution of the 
tloufe to carry the commercial treaty with France into ex- 
ecution, would he a breach of the Methuen treaty with 
Portugal. A breach of that treaty, ihe carrying the com»- 
mercial treaty with France into execution, would not amount 
to, but it would rather put an end to the Methuen treaty j 
becaufe fly that treaty, Portugal ftipulated to grant certain 
advantages to this country fo long as. this country gave her 
|vines a preference by admitting them under duties fpecifi- 
cally lower than thole paid by the wines of other countries. 
Though It were to be wj/lied that Mr. h awkener might 
Return frop Portugal, and bring with him the expelled a- 
greemept of that Court to the treaty in negociation, or an 
account that the negociation was terminated one way or a- 
notl)er, prior to the day of difcufllon of the French treaty, 
yet ]Cb^ Houfe might fairly come to a refolution of appro- 
bation of the treaty with France, as that treaty contained a 
claufe pf referve, enabling Cireat Britain to continue to 
Poftugai the advantages Ihe deiived from the Methuen treaty 
at any fubfequent period whatfoever. 

Mr. fox pbferved, that when he rofe to anfwer the right 
hojiourable gentleman, he did not mean to contend againft 
the pofition, that a refolution to approve and carry into 
execution the commercial treaty with France, would rather 
jje a putting an end to the Metliuen treaty than a breach of 
but be denied that the two treaties were feparate confi- 


derations. He urged, that even under that view of the 
cafe, and fuppofing either that Mr. Fawkener had not re- 
turned, or that the treaty negociating with Portugal was 
l^effpinated pne way or the other, then the Minifter ought to 
make knovjrn to .that Houfe what his future intentions were 
yvith rcfpecS to Pprtugal, before be called upon the Houfe 
to give their approbation of the treaty with France. He 
pbi^rved, that the moment the commercial treaty had re- 
reiv^d^tpeir fandlion, that Hpufe was bound in honour and 
Jipcerity fo proceed to parry it into execution, and as it was 
pin undpubt^ fadt, that ap abundant number of {peculations 
wre djfpendipg aqd waiting fo|r the execiltion of thp treaty, 
|f the fioufe came tq a refolution of approbation, it was 
th^ir indifpqnfahla duty to eqadl laws for carrying it into 
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folutely necefl&ry, that the Houfe Aiotkld have before theni 
info^rnation of the prefent ftate of the trade between this 
country and Portugal, and of the ftate in which it would be 
put after the French treaty was carried into effedt, previous 
to the difcuffion of that treaty, that he fliould think it 
to be his duty to take the fenfe of the Houle on that point- 
previous tp the inveftigation of the general and main qiief- 
tion on the treaty itfelf. 

Mr* Chancellor Pitt exprefled his aftoniftiment, that the Mr dian- 
right honourable gentleman fliould with fuch uncommon ccli<>rF‘ut’ 
ardor nrge the neceffity of I'peedily carrying the treaty into 
execution, in order to realize the fpeculations grounded 
upon it, and yet wilh to delay the coming to a refolution 
refpecSling it, which wal an unavoidable preliminary pro'- 
ceeding. After a refolution of approbation (if fuch ftiould 
pafs) the forms of the Houfe rendered it impoffible to pafs any 
bills in confequence into laws, without their being obliged 
to go tlirough various ftages, which would indifpenfably 
take up leveral days, and occafion much delay* I'hough 
Mr. Fawkener might not therefore return or fend any intel- 
ligence by the time that the refolution might pafs, yet, be- 
fore the bill relative to wines, which might be grounded 
upon it, ftiould pafs the Committee, information might ar- 
rive, and then it would be time enough to make the provi- 
fion in favour of Portugal, fhould Portugal think proper to 
entitle herfelf to favour. But whether any information ar- 
rived from Portugal or not, ftill he held the part of the 
treaty, refpe£ling French wines, to be a wifemeafure. He 
was prepared to declare in either event, that whether the 
advantages of the Methuen treaty were* continued to Portu- 
gal or not, it was wife to agree with France as the commer- 
cial treaty ftipulated. 

Mr. Burke^ to his encomiums on the candid confjftency Mr.Euifce. 
of the Minifter, added, tliat he bad afted throughout with 
perfedl confiftency, but declared, that where a fyftem was 
bad, in that cafe confiftency was bad alfo* What ftruck 
him as extraordinary was, that the firft time any complaints 
of the non-compliance of Portugal with the terms of the 
Methuen treaty were breathed in that Houfe was, when 
a commercial treaty had been concluded with France^ 

Then and then only did fuch a matter burft upon them. 

He was aware that the merchants had complained fo long 
ago as the year 1 but as a member of Parliament he had 
heard of no comj^aint till he had heard of the commercial 
treaty with France. This was a new era, and before the 
kingdom of Portugal, which the Metheen treaty tied and 
bounds a$ it were, to this country. Were let loofe, sind all out 
with that kingdom, and tht bfnefits which re- 
£ Z Mted 
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felted in con fequence, for. fo many years, 
by Great Britaiw, it behoved th^t Houfe to aft cautiotrfly, 
to have complete information before them, and to know the 
full extent of the facrifiee that the right honourable gentle* 
man wifhed them to make to P'rance, as the price of the 
advantages expefted to refult from tlje carrying the com- 
mercial treaty into compkte execution. 

Mv w. Mr. W* Grenville obferved, that ndtwithftanding the in- 
Gicnvillc. direft manner in which the right honourable gentleman 
had ventured to accufe the Minifter of inconfiftency, he 
was driven, in the fupport of Iiis charge, to the feeble and 
unbecoming fliifts of bare-faced and palp^ible mifreprefenta- 
tions of the whole fpeech. P"or inftance, he had eindea- 
voured to give a turn to his right honourable friend’s argu- 
ment, as if he bad Hated that he looked upon the French 
treaty as a facrifiee of the prefent fubfifting treaties with 
Portugal, and vindicated it upon that ground — whereas, in 
faft, no luch fentiment had dropped from him. He had 
only obferved, that the French treaty would in no degree 
preclude Great Britain from adhering to the fplrit of the 
Methuen treaty, lliould the Court of Portugal fliew a dil- 
pofition to entitle herfelf to a continuation of the benefits 
refulting from that treaty, but alfo, tliat whether Portugal 
ihould orfliould not come to a proper fettlement with this 
country oii^he*matters at prefent in difpute between them; 
in either cafe the French treaty was a moft wife and bene- 
^ficial objeft. Extraordinary, indeed, was the aflertion of 
the right honourable gentleman, (Mr. Burke) that he never 
had, until that day, been apprifed of any defeftion on tlie 
part of Portugal, from the provifiotis and fpirit of the Me- 
thuen treaty. It was impoffible for any gentleman, who 
liad paid fo much attention to the commercial concerns of 
this country, to be ignorant of a circumftance fo glaring, 
andfo univerfully known, as that repeated and uniform com- 
plaints had been made of the ineffeftual manner in which 
that treaty had I)een carried into execution on the part of 
Portugal, fo tar back as the year 1767, from which period 
that country had been gradually departing from it more and 
But rf, indeed, the right honourable gentleman was 
fo unaccountably ignorant of fo plain a faft, there was a 
Vigbt hd^iourable gentJeiMan, at no confiderable difbncefriom 
him, wdio, at leaft in the knowledge of commercial con- 
cerns, could look down upon him with%ll the corifeioufnefs 
of high pre-eminence. 

’’^v^Fox. Mr. now rifing, obferved, that he thought himfdf 
juftified in declaring that tlie right honouraWe gentlemto 
had aftually proceeded to thofe lengths in mifreprefentation, 
which he laboured (but laboured iucffisftually) ; W impute to 
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his honcitirable He, obfenrcdji that his right 

honourable friend had not generally faid that he knew of no 
Complaints againft the Court of Portugal, for her infra£lions 
of the Methuen treaty, but had only declared, that in his^^ 
parliamentary capacity, as a member of that Houfe, he had^ 
never been made acquainted with any fuch complaints — ^no 
fuch having ever been Hated in that Houfe. If any charge 
of negledl: Ihould be made againft him for having omitted to 
bring a bufinefs of fuch oonfequence , before Parliament 
during the very fhort time he had been in office, Mr. Fox 
remarked, it would be at leaft fome kind of excufe for him 
that the prefent Adminiftration had been guilty of a fimilar 
neglefl: for a much longer period. 

Mr. Francis declaim, "'that his right honourable friend Mr- Fran- 
(Mr. Burke) had barely confined himfelf to the walls of^^*" 
that Houfe, when he faid he was unacquainted with any 
complaints againft the Court of Portugal.. He added, that 
nothing could be more abfurd than the obfervation which fell 
from a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) that the fame 
argument which proved the neceffity of following up^a refo- 
lution with fpeedy execution, alfo went to eftablifli the ne- 
ceffity of coming to a fpeedy refqlution. No fuch conclu- 
fton could poffibly be drawn, but rather the reverfe; for the 
very nature of execution required fpeed and a6tivity, that of 
refolution, deliberation, and forefight, and the;^ neceffity of 
a fpeedy execution rendered it neceflary alfo to deliberate 
well before a refolution was formed. So that inftead of hur- 
rying on the refolution of the French treaty, it was more 
defirable to poftpone it as much as f)offible, even to two or 
three months diftance. In every point of view, it appeared 
requifite that thefulleft and moft extenfive intelligence Jhould 
be brought forward to affift the Houfe in their inveftiga- 
.tions. 

Mr. Pelham contended, that it was not ftridlly proper to Mr. Pet- 
limit the queftion merely to the wine trade with Portugal, 
for in faft the whole fyftem of our commerce with that coun- 
try, nay, even the general policy which this country had 
always purfued with refpedt to its intercourfe with her, would 
be materially affedled by any alteration in the principles and 
fpirit of the Methuen treaty — It would be therefore highly 
neceffary for the Houfe to be fully informed of the erue ftate 
>of that commerce before they proceeded to a fubjeft in which 
it was fo materialljp involved as in the. treaty with France, 
and he fliould therefore at a future day move for other papers 
containing farther information. 

Mr. Burie obferved, that the right honourable gentleman Mr. Barker 
who hsjd thought proper to reprehend Jiim, was fo prone to 
a cenforiai office within thpfe walls; that undoubtedly 
a he 
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ht thotight hinafelf pecifliariy qualified to 2&. cehforially. 
By fuperiour abilities he was ready to admit him to be quali- 
fied, but reprehenfion was fometning more than a mere re- 
ply, or animadverfion upon another’s argument : great abi^ 
iities alone, therefore, were not the only requifites to qua- 
lify any man to affume the office of a cenfor; whoever took 
upon him to aft cenforially, ought to take care that his repre- 
henfion was governed by a nice and exaft regard to jufiice. 
The right honourable gentleman had reprehended him for 
miftating a faft ; but it fo happened, that the reprehenfion 
was ill founded. For, as his right honourable friend had 
done him the favour and the jufiice to remark, he had ex- 
prefsly declared that he had heard of the complaints of the 
merchants againft Portugal much'eailier than the year 1767, 
the year ftated by the right honourable gentleman ; he had 
mentioned that he had heard of them fo early as the year 
1758 or 1759, appealed to the Chair whether it was 

not fufficient for him tc? have faid within thofe walls, that 
he had never heard of them, and whether, parliamentarily 
confidered, that was not fpeaking corieftly. 

Mr. Minchin remarked, that under the expeftatiori tha,t 
more information would be laid before the Houfe than his 
motion appeared likely to produce, he would with their leave 
withdraw it; wifiiing it however to be underfiood, that if 
the expefte^ information did not arrive, he would in that caf^ 
make a future motion upon the fubjeft. 

The motion was withdrawn, and the Houfe adjourned. 

No debate occurred from this period until 

Thurfday^ iji February ; 

When a petition of five hundred and feventy perfons, 
whofe names are thereunto fubfcribed, the civil and military 
fervants of the United Company of Merchants of England, 
trading to the Eall Indies, and other the Britilli inhabitants 
of the Prefidency of Fort William, in Bengal, and of the 
forts, faftories, and places fuhordinate thereto, was, by 
Mr. Dempfter, prefented to tlte Houfe upon this day% and 
read ; fetting forth, that an aft of parliament, made in the 
24th year of His Majefiy’s reign, intitled, An aft for the 
bette\ regulation and management of the affairs of the 
Eafi-!ndia Company^ and »of the Britifh poffeffions 
India, and for eftabhftiing a court of judicature for the 
V fpeedy and effeftual trial of perfons accufed of ofiences 
committed in the Eaft Indies, ’r inftifts, with unmerited 
feverity, the moft infupportablc grievances on the Britifh 
fubjefts in the Eaft Indies, and, with a difregard to the 

fendar 
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fundamentaljjpnciples of the conftitution, deprives them of 
many of their moft valuable rights and privileges : -that the 
petitioners, confcious of being intitled to th^ proteftion and 
fupport of the laws of England, in common with the other 
fubjedls of the realm, cannot behold this infringement of 
their liberties, and this injury to their perfons, fortunes, and 
reputations, without the fevereft pain, and moft fenfible 
mortIficntionN; aware at the fame time of the right which 
they legally poflefs of laying their remonftrances before the 
feveral branches of the legiflature, they would feel that they 
were deficient inthe^uty they owe to themfelves, did they 
neglect to ftate at large, and with the freedom of Britons, 
the grievances under which they labour; and aggravated in- 
deed will be their fenfe of injury, Ihould their juft reprefen- 
tations be received in filence, or not be fpeedily noticed by 
the reprefentatives of the nation, thfe true and appointed 
guardians of the liberties of the fubjedl : by this aft all the 
fervants of the Eaft India Company iii the Eaft Indies in- 
difcriminately, and not merely thpfe in high political fta- 
tions, are liable to be removed from their offices, and^ to be 
recalled to Kngland at the pleafure of the Crown, which is, 
in other words, at the will of the Minifter, without any 
charge being preferred againft them, or any reafon affigned 
for iuch removal or recall : by the fame aft k is made un- 
lawful for the Eaft-India Company, after fentencS or judge- 
ment of any court againft the fervants of the faid Com- 
pany, to compound for :my debts, or penalty due to them, 
whereby the fervants of the faid Company^ who may hap- 
pen to be involved in misfortunes, not the effeft of any cri- 
minality on their part, and which human prudence could 
neither forefee nor prevent, may be ftibjefted to the addi- 
tional mifery of imprifonment for life: by the fame aft, all 
perfons charged with carry ing on, mediately or immediately, 
any illicit correfpondence dangerous fo the peace or fafety of 
the fettlement, or of the Bntifh polleffions in India, with 
any of the princes, rajahs, zemindars, or other perfon or 
perfons whomfoever, having authority in India, or 'with the 
Commanders, Governors, or Prefidents, of any faftories 
eftabliftied in the Eaft Indies by any European power, con- 
trary to the rules and orders of the faid United Conxpany, 
or of the Governor Gejneral arid Council of Fort William 
aforefaid, are liable to be ,feized on the foie warrant of the 
Governor General, and with the fandtion of his Council 
forcibly fent to England, there to be tried for the fame, 
whereby the Britifh fubjefts refiding under the fajd Prefi- 
dency, ajgs^inft whom fuch charges fhall be preferred, may be 
expofed to a long and fevere imprifonment, to thehardmips 
pd danger of a tedious voyage, to the lofs of their employ- 
‘ ^ • ineat 
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tnent and means of fubfiflence^ atid to confcqnmt poverty; 
and ruin; jnflice may be unreafonably delayed? ^nd finally 
the perfons accufed, after fufFcring tKe evils above ^numera- 
ted? will be brought to trial under every difadvantage which 
can refult from the want of money and the want of wit- 
nefles, without any means, if acquitted, of obtaining a 
compen&tion for the grievous injury done to their fortunes, 
peace, liberty, and reputation: and the petitioners farther 
conceive, that fuch a power lodged in the hands of any in- 
dividual, or of any body of men, may be frequently dan- 
gerous to the liberty ‘or the fubjefl, inafmuch as it may be 
employed as the means of feizing and removing any ob- 
noxious perfons, either for the pjromotion of party views, or 
the gratification of perfonal refentment, fince the neceffary 
tranfadiions of the Company’s fervants in the ordinary courfe 
of bufinefs may be made a plea for the exertion of it: by 
the fame a<ft the petitioners fee an odious and painful diftinc- 
tion eftablifhed between the fervants of the Company in 
India and the Britifh fubjedts at large,, the former of whom 
are confidered by it indiferiminately as men fo prone to 
delinquency, that for the better preventing and more eafily 
punilhiag their mifcondudl, it has been thought advifeable 
to violate the great charter of our liberties, and to infringe 
the moft fac^ed principles of the Brit illi conftitution; they 
are required upon their return to Great Britain, under pe- 
nalties of enormous feverity, to deliver upon oath into the 
Court of Exchequer, an exadl particular or inventory of all 
their ellates, real and perfonal, for the purpofe of facilita- 
ting the detedlion and punifhment of their own mifcondu(3, 
flioulcl they have been guilty of any, whilft refident in the 
Eaft Indies, whereby they are fubjedted to the hardfhip and. 
mortificationof difeovering to the world their private concerns, 
or of expofing their poverty,' when they return, as many do, 
in indigent circumftances, and, farther, are punifliable, 
by exceifive forfeitures, fhould they happen in the enumera- 
tion of their fortunes, from any error of forgetfulnefs, or 
through the uncertainty of the recovery or aSual ftate of 
their outftanding debts in diftant countries, to ,l)e guilty of 
an omiflion or untrue fpecification, to the amount or value of 
twothoufand pounds. By the fame adl, every fervant of 
^he fiiid Company, returning from the Eaft Indies to Great 
Britain, may, Upon mere fufpicion that fuch inventory or 
particular doth not fpecify and difclofe an account and de- 
feription of the whole eftate and property, real and perfo- 
nal, of the perfon delivering the fame, according to the true 
intent and meaning of the faid a(ft, be compelled to^o be- 
foie the Remembrancer of the Court of E^tchequer, to an- , 
fwer upon c^th to fuch interrogatprijes touching and con- 

' cerning 
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ccrninghis real and perfonal property, and the dilpofal there- 
of, as thefaid Court ihall think meet, and is not only liable 
to be imprifoned, without ball or mainprize, till he {hall 
have fully anfwered the faid interrogatories; but if he fliall 
not fubmit to be examined, and fully artfwer fuch interroga- 
tories .as aforefaid, is alfo fubje£led to the cruql and excelTive 
forfeiture of his whole property, real and perfonal, whether 
hereditary or acquired, a forfeiture fo much the more op- 
preflive and intolerable, as the foie objedl of the examina- 
tion it enforces is, the convidlion of the party examined, as 
it breaks down the beft barrier with which the law has guard- 
ed the fafety of the fubjeft, robs the fervants of the Com- 
pany of the right of felf-defence, and compels them to be- 
come their own accufers. The petitioners fee no difference 
between a confeffion thus extorted, and one drawn forth by 
torture, except that the latter mode of inveftigating truth 
only hurts the body of the accufed ; the former both ruins 
himfelf, and ftrips Jiis innOcent family, and all who are de- 
pendent on him, of the very means of fubhftence ; nor is 
the mode already noticed, of obtaining a knowledge^f guilt, 
the only one liable to. exception, large rewards are held out 
to informers, by which the fervants of the Company, re- 
turning from India, are expofed to the malice of their ene- 
mies, to the envy of the difappointed, to the powerful calls 
of avarice and poverty, and to the dangerous effedks of mi- 
nillerlal influence. The petitioners fubmit it to the recol- 
leftion of the Houfe, that, although they are now ferving 
the Public at an immenfe diftance from the feat of the Bar 
tifli empire, where remote frdni their country, their fami- 
lies, and their connexions, many of them have expended 
their blood, and wafted their beft years and their cjonftitu- 
tions, in fupporting the honour of the Britilh arms, and in 
defending thofe invaluable pofTelEons through a long and ar- 
duous war ; they were born fubjeXs of Great Britain, and 
are as well entitled to all the rights, liberties, and privileges 
of Britons, as thofe more happy citizens who dwell in their 
native country. The petitioners have not, by the change of 
climate, loft the feelipgs and feritiments of Britons, but 
know how to value thofe ineftimable bleflings which they 
were born to inherit and revere, and they are not confcioiu 
of any crimes they have committed, by which they can h:f^ 
forfeited their title to the enjoyment of them. Extreme, 
therefore is the grief they feel, vvhen they find, that, for 
bringing to puniihment perfon$ guilty of the crime of ex- 
joition and other mifdeme^nors, committed in the In- 
dies by Britlfli fubjeXs holding offices under the Crcfwn, or 
under the faid United C6mpany, it has been thoi%ht expe- 
dient to devife another coutfe than that which the common 
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hvr Hltli provided for the puniihtnent of fnch offences, and 
that the finall remains of the petitioners, who may furvive 
to return to their native country, are to be dealt with by a 
difierent law, and a different courfe of juftice, from the reft 
of their fellow fubjedts. This odious diftindtion, by which 
they are ftigmatized, is in itfelf fufficiently painful to them; 
but the creition of a tribunal, novel in its kind, and moft 
yepugnant to the conftitutibn, whofe proceedings are re- 
ftrained by no fettled rules of law, and fubje£l to ho appeal, 
the power given to all perfons of moving for informations, 
and brii^ing the petitioners to trial for imputed crimes, 
without the intervention of a Grand Jury; the compelling 
fuch of the petitioners as may be informed againft to entei: 
into recognizances, which are to bind their whole fortunes, 
and to deprive them of the free enjoyment of their property, 
during the courie of a profecution that may be protrafted 
for many years, an incident never before, as the petitioners 
are advifed, attached to any recognizance, either by the 
common or ftatute law, not even to thofe required for the 
moft atrocious offences, which are bailable by the laws of 
England ; the empowering the profecutor to caufe an appear- 
ance and a plea to be entered for the party informed againft, 
and to proceed in fuch information in the abfence of the faid 
party, in cafe of his negledling to appear within fuch times 
aslliall be allowed him for that purpofe; the giving to the 
faid new-created tribunal the power of adjourning, and con- 
lequently of delaying, their proceedings at pleafure, with- 
out referving to the party informed againft any means of en- 
forcing a decifion, or of obtaining a difcharge on the negledl 
or delay of profecution, and withont granting him any re- 
medy, in cafe of his acquittal or difcharge from fuch infor- 
mation, for the coft and damages he may have fuftained by a 
long and vexatious profecution ; the compelling the party 
found guilty of the crime charged in fuch information, and 
adjudged to pay a fine to the Crown, to enforce his own pu- 
niftuT^t, by a difcovery upon oath of his eftate and effeSs 
fufficient to anfwer the fame ; the enadfing that all writings, 
which lhall have been tranfmitted from the Eaft Indies to 
the Court of Diredors, by their officers and fervants refi- 
:^Bt in the Eaft Indies, in the ufual courfe of their corre- 
Ipondenrd with the faid Court of Direaors, and which may 
;il»ve been writ^ by perfons heated by party, warped by 
^judice, or mi%uidedAy ignorance, lliaM be admiffibleand 
r<OT|iet«it evidence before tlws faid neewnereaed tribunal ; the 
infliain^ etibrmous forfeitures, and iiiidefi:nite imprifbmaent^ 
for ft^ht biSfences ; and, finally, the depriving the ^^itioners 
of that beft prote<ftipn of their liberties and fefety, 'that in- 
eftinabie bleffing, and their undoubted birtlirightj the triri 
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by a birthright which they h;ive ^either voluntstrily 
renou^c^, nor forfeited by arty critnes, are grievances fo 
injurious and opprefllve to the petitioners, and precedents of 
fo fatal a tendency to the liberties and conftitution of their 
country, that they feel themfelves obliged, by the duty they 
owe to themfelves as men, and citizens ot a free nation, 
to exert every means which the laws and conllitution of their 
country allow, to liberate themfelves from the yoke of fo fe- 
vere, ignominious, and unconftitutional a law, and to pre- 
vent an example being eftablifhed in the infra£lion of their 
rights, which may hereafter be drawn into a precedent for 
violating the rights of other clafles, and other orders of their 
fellow fubjedls, and ultimately for the overthrow of the con- 
ftitution itfelf ; and that the petitiontirs have endeavoured 
to convey their juft complaints with temper, moderation, 
andrefpedl; but it is their wilh to imprefs on the minds of 
theHoufe, at the fame time that they have a juft and keen 
fenfe of the injuries which have been undefervedly infliSed 
upon them, and that the mode which has been taken to ob- 
tain redrcfs of the oppreflive and degrading claufes of the 
faid adl, are not hafty and idle refolutions, excited by the 
firft impreffion of indignation and refentment, but a fyftem 
of conftitutjonal meafures, deliberately and unanimoufly 
adopted* Actuated by ihefe motives, and filled with fenti- 
ments of loyalty, duty, and attachment to their native 
country, fentiinents which it has Hill been their pride to cbe- 
rifti, and which, they hope, no of the Legiflature will 
ever tend to weaken, the petitioners think they have an indu- 
bitable right to claim, and infift upon, a relief from their 
grievances, and a reftitutioii of thofe privileges, of which 
they have been unconftitutionally deprived. The petitioners 
are perfuaded, that the reprefentatives of the nation, the na- 
tural guardians of their liberty and fafety, exulting in the 
refleftion, that the happinefs and freedom of a people can he 
the only true objedl of a wife and juft government, will not 
be difpleafed to find, that the Britifli fubjeifls in the Eafl In- 
dies retain the fentiments and free fpirit of Britons, and that 
they haye no more loft the virtues than the feelings of th^r 
countrymen. The petitioners, in copclufion, moll earneft- 
ly befeech the interference of this Houfe, to repeal the op- 
preffive claufes of the faid a<fl, as above enumeratedj^jn 
whole, and without cjualifioation, there being no other re- 
lief fuited Ko the nature of the injuries cpmplamed of, br 
which can be fatisfaflory to the petitioners, and remove 
thofe difcontents which at prefent fill the minds of the 
Britilh fubjedls in India* 

The petiiipn was rijc^yed, and p/dersd to 14 
the table. ^ 
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Mr. Dempjler nex^ prefrnted a petition of the feveral 
perfons whofe names are thereunto fubfcribed, by and on the 
behalf of themfeives, and as agents of the civil and military 
fervants of the united company of Merchants of England 
trading to the Eaft-Indies, and other the Britilh inhabitants 
of the prefidcncy of Fort William in Bengal, and of the 
forts, fadlories, and places fubordinate thereto, which 
alfo was read ; taking notice of the lall: preceding pe- 
tition ; and fetting forth, that the petitioners are the 
agents of the feveral perfons whole names are fubfcri- 
bed to the faid petition, having been appointed by them to 
a6l as fuch in profecution of the relief thereby prayed; and 
alledging, that, fince the faid petition was figned, and before 
the petitioners had arrived in this tountry, an afl of par- 
liament was pafled, to explain and amend certain provifions 
of an a£l, made in the 24th year of the reign of His pre- 
fent Majefly, refpecting the better regulation and manage- 
tnent of the alKurs of the Eaft-India Company, whereby 
fome of the claufes of the former A6t have been entirely re- 
pealed, others have been altered and qualified, but many 
remain in the fiune flate as when the faid petition was pre- 
pared ; and that, with refpe6l to fuch claufes as have been 
fully repealed, the petitioners are truly fenlible of the wif- 
dom and benignity of the Legiflature, in having thus an- 
ticipated their jiAT; complaints, and in having adminiftered 
the proper relief ; but the petitioners beg le;ive to fubmit, as 
to thofe claufes which have been only alter-ed, that the alter- 
ations therein made have not removed the caufes of com- 
plaint, cither from the minds of the petitioners or thofe 
wdiom they reprefent; for the petitioners, for themfelves, 
declare, that the relief prayed by tlie original petition is 
not, in their apprehenfion, afforded them by fuch alterations ; 
and, as to the feveral other perfons whofe names are likewife 
fubfcribed to the fame, tliey have therein expreflly ftated, 
that there is no other relief fuited to the nature of their 
complaints but a repeal, in whole, and without qualification, 
of the feveral claufes in faid petition enumerated : In par- 
ticular, the petitioners obferve, that by the laft-mentioned 
adl:, an option is given to his Majefly’s Attorney General, 
or any private profecutor of any information againft the 
^'citionen^, to have the fame tried before the new tribunal, 
or, on motion in the court of King’s Bench, to have it re- 
tained there, and tried in the ordinary way, which option, 
the petitioners fubmit, is highly injurious to them, becaufe 
it is thereby left to the diferetion of their profecutor to ha- 
rafs them with a courfe of proceeding, which, in their ori- 
ginal petition, they have ftated to be, repugnant to their 
moft valuable rights as Briulh fubjeils, and not warranted 

• by 
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by any neceffity ; and the petitiotiers beg leave farther to 
reprefent, that, by the faid a61, they are made liable to 
Tiave judgement pronounced againft them in their abfence,, 
in the fame manner at if they were perfonally prefent, 
which judgement is to be conclufive, fo that the petitioners 
are thereby deprived of the common rights of every other 
Britifh fubjeft, in cafes of a fimilar nature, to move in arreft 
of judgement, and to be heard infupport of fuch a motion, 
before any judgement could be pronounced; and therefore, 
on their own behalf, and for the feveral perfons whom they 
reprefent, as herein before Hated, praying, which in their 
former petition was, through inadvertence, omitted to be 
done, that they may be heard, by their counfel, in fupport 
of the faid petition, and iikewife againft all thofe claul'es of 
the aft paffed in the 26 th year of His prefent Majefty’s reign, 
which only alter, and do not repeal, the claufes contained 
in the former aft, and complained of in the original petition, 
and, farther, againft fuch new regulations as herein are 
before mentioned. 

And the faid petitions were feverally ordered to lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. Dempfter now fignified his intentions of moving on 
the enfying Wednefday, that the petitioners might be heard 
by their counfel, at the bar of the Houfe. 

The order of the day being read forgoing into a Com- 
mittee of the whole Houfe on the charges againft Mr. Haf- 
tings, the honourable Mr. St. Andrew St. John took the 
chair; and 

Mr. Sheridan moved, that Nathaniel Middleton, Efq. be 
now called in; which being done, an examination took 
place, after which 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to remind the Houfe, Mr. Chan- 
that on the morrow he fliould fix upon a day to take the 
commercial treaty into confideration. 1 his was of the ut- 
moft national importance^ and very poffibly a debate might 
arife refpedUng papers to be moved for. He was the more 
apprehenfive of it, becaufe, on a former day, an honourable 
member (Mr. Pelham) had intimated his intentions to that 
effeft. If therefore the farther examination Ihould take 
place upon the very next day, a debate might alfo arife, and 
alFairs of the laft importance would probably be delayed. He ' ' 
acknowledged that Mr. Haftings’s bufinefs was a great na- 
tional concern, and certainly required difpatch ; but hoped 
that no honourable member would confider it of equal im- 
portance with the treaty of commerce. He could wifh 

* See an authentic copy of the Examinations of Mr. Middleton and 
Sir Elijah Impey, printed for ] . Dejbrett, PjccadlUy* 

■ ' that 
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that the honourable members would, upon the enfuing day, 
come prepared with clear and diftindl: motions refpediug 
papers ; and if they were fuch as would not tend to procra- 
llinate the confideration of the treaty, he Ihould rejoice to 
meet them with every intelligence which it could be pofiible 
for him to fupply. 

Mr. Pel- Mr. Pelham repeated his firfl: determination to call for 

ham. papers relative to our exports and imports with Portugal, in 
order to found an inquiry into the general ftate of our trade 
with that kingdom. Without the allillance of thefe papers 
the Houle ought not, he conceived, ultimately to determine 
upon the French treaty. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox faid that he could not avoid acceding to the juftice 
of the remark of the right honoiAabie gentleman (Mr. Pitt) 
tliat great and important as the inquiry into the conduit of 
Mr. Haftings was, yet the commercial treaty was certainly 
of much higher confequence ; and therefore, if either was 
obliged to give place, it muft be the former; but the diffi- 
culty arofe in the fi\me manner with the inquiry as with the 
treaty ; for if it was poftponed until Monday, it would 
certainly interfere with the charge which was fixed for that 
day. 

Major Scott Major Scott having declared that he did not entertain even 
the moft cliftant wifli to throw obftacles in the way of fo in- 
terefting a hififinefs, obferved, that as it appeared that both 
fides of the Floufe were not averfe from it, he would take an 
opportunity when the Houfe fiiould he refumed to move for 
a copy of a letter from Mr. Briftow to Mr. Middleton, dated 
January 22, 1773. 

After a little general converfation, i tlie Houfe agreed to 
complete Mr. Middleton’s examination upon day fol- 
lowing. 

He was then called again to the bar, and lYir. St. ]ohn, the 
Chairman, aflked him the following queiu' ii, Whether he 

could be prepared with his correfpond nee hj the early 

time api>ointed ? ” 

7 'he witnds rccolledted only one letter which he had re- 
ceived from Sir Elijah Impey, and he could not immediately 
tell where to lay bis hand upon it. 

After a few other queftions the witnefs withdrew, and Mr. 
St. Jokn left the chair. The Houfe was refumed, and a re- 
port of prdgrefs made. 

Ordered, That Mr. Middleton do attend the bar of this 
Houfe upon the morrow ; that be produce his correfpondence 
with Sir Elijah Impey, Mr. Briflow, or any other perfon, re- 
fpefling the negociation of a treaty between Warren Haf- 
tings, Efquire, the Governor General of Bengal, and the 
Nabob of Oude# 


Ordered, 
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Ordered, that Sir Elijah Impey.do attend the bar of the 
Houfe for the fame purpofe; that he produce his correfpon- 
dence. 

Major Scott moved, That the letter before mentioned 
be laid upon the table.” Ordered. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday^, *ld February. 

When Mr. Rofe had prefented to the Houfe a bill for Mr. Rofe. 
amending and rendering more effeitual the laws now in 
being, for fuppreffing unlawful lotteries, and regulating the 
fales of lottery tickets;” he begged leave to call the moll: 
j'erions attention of the Houfe to the circumftance, that as 
a refult of the prefent exifting law, the jurifdiftion was 
lodged in the hands of Juftices of the Peace; and that 
therefore, one great obje£t of the prefent bill w^as to change 
the jurifdi 61 ion, and veft it with the Judges of the Courts 
at Weflminfter. As the law flood, a Juftice of the Peace 
on complaint being made of an offence againft the A6f, if- 
fued his fuminons, calling upon the offender to appear before 
him, and hear and anfwer the charge. The offenders ge-» 
nerally employed counfel, and often defeated the objedl of 
the a£t, and it was in their power to do it in this fimple 
way : — If a fummons was iffned from a magiftrate in the 
city, the offender had only to move into Weftminfler to 
evade the fummons, and defy the power of the magiftrate, 
and fo vice verfa. The bill therefore ena6led, that a party 
charged with an offence againft the laws in being, fhould he 
liable to be apprehended by a capias, and brought before a 
judge; and if he coiild not inftantly and upon the fpot pro- 
cure bail, it would follow, that by virtue of an aft paffed 
in the feventeenth year of the reign of the late King, he 
inuft fufter all the pains and penalties inflifted upon rogues 
and vagabonds. The hill was read a firft time, then upon 
motion read a fecond time, and at length committed for the 
enfuing Monday, 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt moved for certain papers neceffary for Mr. Chan- 
tlie Houfe to have before them, previous to their proceed- 
ing to the deliberation of the treaty of navigation and com- 
merce with the Moft Chriftian King. And ihefe were 

‘‘ An account of the quantity and value of the iftiports' 

‘‘ into Great Britain from Fbance between tlie 5th of fa- 
nuary, 17145 and the 5th of January, 1787, diftinguifli- 
‘‘ ing each year, and the fpedies of Goods.” 

An actount of the Britifli produce and manufaftures 
exported from Great Britain to France, between the 5th 
of January, 1714, and 5th of January, 1787, diftin^ 

‘‘ guifhing each year, and the fpecies of goods*” 


An 
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An account of the.foreign produce and manufaftures 
** exported from Great Britain to France from 1714 to 
17^7? diftingiiifhing the fpecies and goods.” 

An account of the flock of wine in the pofleflion of 
dealers on the 5th of July, and 29th November, 1786, 
and imported and configned tvithin the faid period.” 

An account of the flock of wine in pofTeffion of dealers 
on the ill: of December, 1786, imported and configned 
bet ween the 5th of July and 3 ill of Augnfl.” 

Mr. Pitt added, that he could not lit down without in- 
forming the Houfe that for the purpofe of laying before 
them every requifite document relative to the flate of the 
wine trade with Portugal, the fa6lory had been written to, 
and an account was daily expected of the exports of wine 
from Portugal to this country, which as foon as it arrived 
he fhouJd not fail to produce, convinced that it mufl throw 
more -light upon the fubjedl, than any paper which it was 
poffible to obtain. 

Mr. Pelham rifing next, read feveral motions, and ob- 
ferved, that if obje£lion fhould be flared to any one of them, 
he would wave making it then, as it w:;is by no means his 
wifh to take up the time of the Houfe on a day deflined to 
other important bufinefs. In the courfe of reading the dif- 
ferent motions, he prefaced each with a few explanatory 
wo;-ds, laying*^ it down as a propofition clear to his mind, 
and in his fenfe of it undeniable, that in order to enable the 
Houfe to judge of the policy of a commercial treaty with 
France, it was indifpenfably neceflliry, that the Houfe fliould 
be^revioufly apprized of the general Aate of the trade and 
commerce of the country, becaufe undoubtedly in propor- 
tion to the increafe of imports from France, the imports of 
the fame commodities from other countries would decreafe, 
of which, and its probable efFe6l, it was impoflible to form 
an opinion without fuch papers as his motion fpecified. Mr. 
Pelham in conclufion, moved for 

“ An account of exports and imports to and from Great 
Britain and Portugal, diftinguilliing the articles and the 
“ years, from 1703, 101786. 

An account of imports and exports fro rri Portugal, dif- 
ting’iifliing the articles and years from 1760, to 1780. 

An account of. the feveral duties received upon malt, 
upon beer, and upon fpirits diftilled from malt in the 
‘‘ years 1783, 1784, 1785, and 1786, diftinguilhing the 
quantity of fuch fpirits charged with duty in the fame 
year. 

‘‘ An account of the goods, wares, and merchandize, ex-^ 
ported and imported ihto Great Britain, diftinguiflung 
‘‘ each place from Chriftmas 1783, to Chriftmas 1785. 

3 Mr. 
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[Mr. PelJiam alfo read two other motions, one for an ac- 
count of the fpecific and diftin£t quantity of the exports of 
Britilh maiuifadlures of woollen, &c. &c. to each country 
we traded with, fora limited period ; and the other for an 
account of our woollen export and import trade with Spain. 

To thefe iaft, Mr. Pitt made fome objedlions, to the cogen- 
cy of which Mr. Pelham yielded and withdrew them.] 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that 'although lie took the Mr. Chan- 
liberty of flapping forward againft the honourable gentleman ccibrPut. 
as an oppofer, it was much lefs his intention to relift his mo^ 
tion, than to call in queftioii the' principles which he had 
advanced in their fupport. He could not, for iiiftance, by 
any means agree to the propolition, that in confidering any 
particular treaty, that Houfe ftiould have before them tlie 
whole fyftem of our commercial intercourfe with other na- 
tions — fuch a doilrine would prove repugnant to the fpirit 
of that eftabliflied pradlice, by which the Houle, although 
it referved to itfelf a right of difcufting and approving all 
treaties wliatfoever, previous to their being carried into exe- 
cution, had yet always avoided any inteference w it li, treaties 
while they remained in agitation — And as the Houleof Com- 
mons had never airumed the right of making a treaty, fo it 
had at all times been extremely cautious of difcuffing any 
motions, by which any pending treaties were likely to be 
affeded. In the prefent cafe, fome of the motions of the 
honourable gentleman had clearly xtnd palpably a tendency 
to interfere with the fubje6I matter of feveral treaties now 
depending, and if there were no other reafon for withhold- 
ing the accounts moved for, it would at the prelent period 
be extremely unwife to make fuch matters univerfally known, 
as the ftate of our country might, if publiflied, operate tp 
our difadvantage in our negociations with others, by raifing 
their claim upon us, or in various other ways which the 
Houfe might eafily conceive, but which required great de- 
licacy to fpeak upon. Still he fliould think himfelf bound 
to aflent to every motion, which had for its objedl any ne- 
celfary information, not only fuch as he thought neceflary, 
but even fuch as appeared toothers, in their way of con lider- 
ing the treaty, however difFerently he might think himfelf. 

Yet he could never confent to the produt^iou of any docu- 
ments tending to endanger the interefts of the country. A- 
greeable to this fentiment, he enumerated fuch of the mo- 
tions, read by Mr. Pelham, as thought could with fafety 
he agreed to ; and added, that he could not but obje<ft to that 
which went to make public the diftindt and fepurate amount 
of our various exports to each of the countries to whicl) we 
traded, and he muft particularly oppofe that which related 
tp the quantities of wool and woollens imported and export- 
Ypl. XXI. Q ed 
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ed rcfpeftively between this country and Spain.- — In con- 
clufion, he exprefled his hopes that the honourable gentle- 
nnan would do him the juflice to believe that he flioukl have 
acceded to all his motions, if he had not dreaded left the 
confeq^uence of palfing foine, might bring upon the table, 
papers, the publication of the contents of which would prove 
of detriment to theftate. 

Mr. Fox. ' Mr. jFi9;r remarked, that it was far from his intentions 
on the preieiu occafion, to fift the argument of the right 
honourable gentleman to the bottom; and tliat he fliould reft 
i'at;isfie(l with the intimation that* lie by no means agreed 
with his reafoning, that the propoluion of his honourable 
friend was falfe ; oii the contrary, it appeared to him to be 
ia felf evident proj)ofition, that if opi imports of ipirits, or 
any other given commodity from Fraijce, incrcafed to any 
confiderable degree, nearly in an equal degree, mull our im- 
ports of the fame commodities from other countries de- 
creafe, and therefore he concurred witli his hoiu urable 
friend in his idea, that it was necelfary for the Houfe to 
have fuch papers, as his motion in that refpeil Ipecified, 
before ‘they could poff.bly decide upon tlie commercial 
treaty. Mr. Fox added, triat lie felt it ntcclTarv declare 
that he w\as not at all clifpofed lo acquiefce wi'ta the notice, 
that the right honourable gentleman had juft given of Mon- 
day fe’nhiglit, aSotlio day for debating tlie treaty with France. 
That day he thought inj jp ly^oo early; I'o miicli fo, that he 
w^as amazed that the* riglit honourable gentleman fliould 
think of naming it, and therefore l»e thonglit it right not to 
let the Iloufe feparate, without letting it firft underlland, 
that he, for one, thought Monday Ib’nnight too early. 

I.ord Geo. Lord Giorje Cavend’ijh intimated, that as the treaty of 
and commerce was a matter of great import- 
ance, in as much as it deranged atl our ancient and eftabli/li- 
ed treaties of commerce with other countries, a call of the 
Houfe might be proper. . 

Mr. Ch^in- ' Mr. Cliancellor /hV/ replied, that although fincerely an- 
^dorPitt. ^iQus to have fo important a fuhjedl inyeftigated before 
the fulleft alFembly poffible, yet he believed, from the cir- 
cumftances of the prefent fuggeftion, that he ftiould be 
fully juftified to the Houfe and the Public in giving it his > 
j^afty negative In fliort, he looked upon the fuggef- 
rion rn no other light, but as an artifice, to delay and 
procraftinate the confideration of a fubjedl, on wliich reafoii 
and found policy required a very fpeedy determination. If 
a call of the Houfe v/ere really neceflary, wLat excufe could 
be made by the noble Lord, or airy of his friends, for having 
delayed it fo long? Was it, that, until the prefent moment, 
they had never confidered the French treaty as an objedl of 

fufficient 
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fufEcient importance to juflifv a call of the Houfe? or would 
they pretend to lay^ that they bad never known, until now, 
that it was the intention of His Majefty’s Minillers to bring 
it forward as early in the frlTi on as poffible? If then they 
knew it to be his intention to have propofed the entering in- 
to thedircuflion thus early, (and that he had repeatedly de- 
clared his intention to be fucli, lie appealed to the memory 
of dt-ery gentleman prefcnt, and who at the fame time liad 
a proper Icnfe of the magnitude and importance of tlie fub- 
je£l) in that cafe tliey mull be cen finable cither for negle6l 
in not liaving moved lor a call of tlie Houle earlier, pro- 
vided fuch call were neceffary, or for a wanton and inexcu- 
fable atteiujit to iirocraAinate a meafiire of the higheft con- 
fecjucnce to the welfare of the kingdom, bjr moving for 
call now, fuppofing it to be unnecelfary. Thus, in cither 
point of view, tlieir condu£l was equally bJameable. He 
begged leave to remind the noble Lord of the expreflions 
of a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) who fat near 
him on a former day of the felfion, that the pending 
treaty had given rife to fo many fpecularions, ana had fo 
materially alFecfled the operations of our manufaittirers 
and merchants, that it became biglily neceflary to bring it 
to as fpeedy a conclufion as poffible, in order to put an end 
to that lufpenfe which its prefent iinfinilli??d Hate mull nc- 
cefhirily give rife to, and a contitiuance of wliich mull be 
highly detrimental to the interells of thofe concerned.” 
Mr. Fox begged leave to declare that he felt it his duty 
(and his heart fupported him in the execution of it) to re- 
coil with indignation at the inference that Parliaments Ihould 
venture to meet with bally inattention the performance of a 
tafl<. for which they were refponfible to the country, and 
precipitately into the confideration of a meafure of great na- 
tional importance, beeaufe any fet of men, however refpeft- 
able their chara61ers, however numerous their defeription, 
had thought proper to run before their fanflion, and enter 
into fpeculations which they were by no means warranted to 
entertain. The right honourable gentleman had alluded to 
what had fallen from him on a former day, as if he had cal- 
led for a precipitate difeuffion of the treaty^ whereas, what 
he had faid, was not that, beeaufe any fet of men had lafhly 
fpeculated upon the grounds of the treaty before it had re- 
ceived the faniSlion of Parliament, the deliberation of the 
Houfe ought to be accelerated ; but that whenever the Houfe 
jiad deliberated upon it, and pafled a vote of approbation, 
(Ihould fuch a vote pafs) it was their iridifpeiifable duty to 
proceed to thfe carrying it Into execution with all pofllble ce- 
lerity, in order to realize thofe fpeculations, that the vote and 
ilihdllon of 'the Houfe might, as it were, have authorifed 

Gz * and 
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and encouraged. It was the execution, and not the delibe- 
ration, which he w^iflied to have liaftened ; and therefore, 
■when the right honourable gentleman thought proper toqvfote 
what he had faid on any former day, he wiilied he would be 
fogood as to quote him with fomething like corredtnefs. It 
was the charadlerillic of the right honourable gentleman’s 
Adminiflration to be precipitate in deliberation, and linger- 
ing in execution. In moll: of his meafures he had been 
hafly in coming to tlie decifion of a vote, and he bad al- 
moil as often had occafion to lament the want of greater de- 
liberation ; but he had fcarcely ever been equall v prompt to 
carry the vote into execution after it had palled. With re- 
gard to the call of the Houfe fuggefted by his noble friend, 
he was aftbniflicd at the right honourable gentleman’s ob- 
jefting to it. A call of the Houfe had fometimos been vexa- 
tioufly made, hut it fcarcely ever had been refufed when de- 
lired by any member. That it was now in common decen- 
cy proper, who would be hardy enough to deny t A meu- 
fure more novel, or more important, had perhaps never 
come uiifler the confideration of the Houie. I'hc right ho- 
nourable gentleman told them himfelf that the meal’ure was 
important; the Houfe knew it to be important ; the whole 
country felt it to be important. Would the bulincfs derive 
a grace in the eyes of foreign Courts, from its being there 
known to have been rafhly and precipitately bronglit on, and 
that a call of the Houfe, a thing ufual in cafes of infinitely 
lefs magnitude, had been refufed ? The refufal bote an 
afpeil fo illiberal and unbecoming, that it was impoflible 
to refle61 upon it without violent furprife. 
vir. Chan. Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he was fenfibly awake 
Pitt, to the juftice of the inftrutSlion given him by the right ho- 
'"hourable gentleman, that wlienever he quoted his w^oids 
fie fiiould quote them corrcftly hut he was furprifed to 
find the right lx)nourabIe gentleman’s practice fo luiich at 
variance with his do6lrine; for in the very fame breath he 
had made the moft grofs and palpable mifrcprefcntation of 
his own words. In this he faid the Houfe were not to de- 
pend on the authority of either himfelf or the right honour- 
able gentlemen ; for it was a mere queftion of memory, and 
Jhe felt himfelf pretty fecurc,, that no gentleman whatfoever 
w6uld. undertake to vouch for the right honourable gentle- 
that he had received the words he made ufe of on the 
firftday of the feflion, in the fenfe into which he had now 
atteitipted to conftrue them. He muft alfo prefurne to con- 
tend againft the argument of the right honourable getitle- 
inan, that tfie Houfe was not bound to take any notice of 
the fpeculations of the merchants and manufaifturers, clear- 
ly flfewiiig, t;hat, in point of humanity as w«ll as policy, it 

was 
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was their duty to do fo, and to put an end as foon as poflM>Ie 
to the fufpenle which the prefent ftate of the treaty mufl: 
neceflarily occafion : for even fuppofing that none of tltofe 
perfons had given any a£):ual order with a view to the con- 
cliifion of the treaty, yet it was impoffible but fome hefita- 
tion and fufpenfe mu ft have been occaiioned, which, if luf- 
fered much longer to continue, could not but be a very ma- 
terial prejudice as well to individuals as to the Public. He 
ridiculed the idea of procraftinating the confideration of the 
treaty, under the fpecious pretext of more ferious delibera- 
tion ; it was in fai^ only an afFeclation of deliberation; for 
it was nothing more than putting olF, as long aspoffible, the 
time for beginning to deliberate, which in efledl: was the fare 
way to render their deliberations ftiort and fudddii ; it wasi 
like taking time to deliberate previous to deliberation, and 
brought to his r<yolle6lion the fttuation of a man, who even, 
whilft he does not bufy his mind upon any one objedl what- 
foever, drops down in a ftate of perplexity. 

Mr. Fox dil'claimed the abfurdity of argument which the Mr. Fox, 
right honourable gentleman imputed to him, but adde^i, that 
he was ready to admit, that, on a former day, the right ho- 
nourable gentleman hr* reprefented him to have argued ; 
but that mifreprefentatii d been fo ably and fo completely 
correc^^-^ed and cleared i two of his hoi\ourable friends, 

(Mr. Francis and Mr JF hat he had not thought it ne- 

celTary on that day to troue Houfe with any explanatioii 
himfelf. Indeed, it would h. een a bad argument for hira 
to have ufed, had he urged the ?ceffity of precipitating the 
deliberation of the commercial treaty with France, in the 
very fame fpeech in which he was maintaining that It was 
irapofllble for the Houfe to he competent to decide on that 
treaty, nnlefs they previoufly had fubmitted to them authen- 
tic information of the ftate of our trade with Portugal, as it 
ftood at prefent, and as it was likely to fiaiid hereafter* 

With regard to the right honourable gentleman’s quibble, 
that if the day of deliberation was deferred, the Houfe 
would be in the ftate of a man, who fell down in a fit of per- 
plexity, thinking of nothing, in the interval of the delay, 
he neither thought the fort of allufion very decent to ufe 
within thofe walls, nor was it at all refp*e61ful to the Houft^^ . 
talking of them generally, to apply fuch an allufion to* them’. 

7^he honourable gentleman was welcome to apply fiich allu- 
fions to him perfonaliy, but to the reft of the Houfe, a little 
more decency and refpedf was due. Did he believe that the 
Houfe, becaufe they at any time poftponed the deliberation 
of any meafure of great national importance, from one day 
to another, thought of nothing in the interval ? Was it a 
fail, that gcixtlemen fp far Ipit fight of and neglefled their 
" duty 
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duty, as not to prepare themfelves vvithot doors for the dif- 
cuffion cf great (jueilions robe decided in Parliament? Many 
meafures were of a nature to the proper confideration of 
which few of the members of that IJoufe were competent. 
Qi> eftions of commerce and trade, more efpecially, were 
queliions which members of^Parliameilt, generally freaking, 
were not cjuite ib well informed upon as other perfons. Be- 
fore gentle;nen therefore could make up their minds to the 
proper vote they ought to give on tl-e treaty, they muft in- 
form themfelves hy conveufing with thofe whole avocations 
and pro regions enabled them to bq more converfant with 
commercial fub(e(^:^s. As to the day of deliF^ration being 
defired to ])rocraflinated, it wm? a necellary procraiiina- 
tion, and not (as the right honourable gentleman had called 
it) an afi'eblation of deliberation, and mere putting off the 
day of beginning to difeufs tfie treaty/^ tWhat was the 
day ? Perliaps the debate might be of fo mucli I'^ngth as t^ 
he adjourned, and fo occupy tw'o days or more. Still it 
would be but a Tingle del)ate, and would all be decided by a 
fin gle vote. Would the right honourable gentleman tliere- 
fore contend, that too much rcafonabie time could betaken 
in order to enable gentlemen to examine a qucjlion of fomuch 
novelty and fiicli acknowledged importance, before they 
came iiltimatelylo decide upon it by their vote ? If the argu- 
ment of the right horiourahle gentleman, that the impor- 
tance of the queftion alone was a greater motive to caufe a 
full attendance than any call of the Iloufe w^ere, found 
upon that principle, all the calls of the Houfe which had 
hirlierto taken place were idle and abfurd. 
tt?. Cxcmyc Lord Gcogre Caveticlijh declared, that, forliis part, he con- 
C:ivcndiih. g^ered as a ])oint ot immaterial confequence what either th6 
right lionourable gentleman over the way, or his right ho- 
nourable friend near him had faid on a former day, but he had 
ever underftood it to be the undoubted right of any indivi- 
dual member to move a call, when he thought the bufmefs 
about to be brought on of great importance. He would not 
therefore, as an old member of Parliament, fubmit to the 
being told by the right honourable gentleman over the way, 
that no member had a right to move a call, 01 make any other 
** motion imt himfelf on one fide of the Houfe, and his right 
honourable friend on the other. 

>^Chan. Chancellor I'itt interrupted the noble Lord, to afTure 

* ’ him that he was miftaken ; but the Houfe calling loudly to 
order, he fat down . 

la. GeorjEre j.ord Gror^^ CavenJr/h then faid, Good Good ! what is all 
CavcDdifh. it this? Before that right honourable gentleman’s mothef 
was.;tnarned I had fat feveral fefljons in Parliament, and 
am I now to4eara from him my duty Within tkefq walls?” 

His 
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His Lordfliip then recapitulated his former argument, and 
obferved that he begged leave ta remind the Speaker, that, 
without any motion, when weighty and great qiiellions were 
about to be agitated, it was ufual with him to fend his mace 
to the rooms and places adjacent, to convene the members, 
in order that the bufinefs might commence in as full a Houfe 
as poffible ; and he afked if ar^ bufinefs could poffibly re- 
quire a fuller attendance than tfi difculfion of the commer- 
cial treaty with France. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt apologized to the noble Lord for in- Mr. Chan, 
terrupting him, hut affured him it only proceeded from his 
anxiety to fet him riglit as foon as poihble, in a point in 
which he ha# totally mifconceived him, and undeiervedly 
imputed to him a degree of difrefpedl: to himfelf and to the 
Houle, of wliich he was incapable. ‘He had not entertained 
the moll dillant idea of inclu<ling the whole Houfe, nor 
any part of it, by the opinion of any one member, but had 
only quoted the former words of a right honourable gentle- 
rrfhn in fupport of his own opinion, a mode of argument 
which, in the prefent inftance, at leaft, he wondered the 
noble Lord fliould he fo higldy offended at. , 

Mr. B/a ke faid. that he felt himi'elf thoroughly juftified Mr. Burke; 
in cont^mding tliat his noble friend had been juftified in what 
he had advanced, as the right honourable gentleman’s argu- 
ment in part, if not in the whole, and he r;:^ther thought in 
the whole, had been an argument ad homincm^ an argument 
perfonally addreffed to his right honourable friend near him. 

Mr. Ihirke then animadverted on the reafoningof the Chan- 
cellor of the Excliequer as to the importance of the com- . 
mercial treaty, entitling it to an early deliberation, and de- 
clared, that if the ^ new regulations of trade that it would 
call for and create, were fufiicient reafons forgoing into the 
difeuffion of it prematurely and precipitately, every otlier re- 
gulation might, with equal propriety, be lenJered fubjecl to 
crude and hally examinations. 

The order of the day liaving been moved and read for the 
Houfe to refolve itfelf into a Committee on the charges 
againft Mr, Haiti ngs, the Speaker left the chair, and Mr. 

St. Andrew St. John took his feat at the table. 

Mr. Middleton was then called in, and underwent a long 
examination by Mr. Dundas and another gentleman. 

After the examination had proceeded for feme hours,* 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt expreiled his apprehenfions that it Mr. Chaa.^ 
would be impoflible for the evidence to be printed foon ^ 
enough for tlie copies to be difeributed in time on Monday^C-'* 
for the members to have them, fo as to enable them to 
come mailers of its tendency, and apply it to the charge, if 
the charge were that day debated. He called therefore on 

the 
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tlte hanourablc gtrntleman oppofite to him (Mr Sheridan) to 
know wJiether he would bring forward the charge o§ Mon- 
day under fuch circumftances, or defer it until a period a 
little more diftant. 

Mr. Sheridan agreed to poftpone bringing forward the 
charge concerning the Begums till Wednefday. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt th^ faid, that he would an the en- 
fuing Monday, inftead or^Tuefday, (as it had been be- 
fore fettled) giye notice of Monday fe’nnight as the day for 
debating the commercial treaty with France. 

Major Scott defired to know from the honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Sheridan) whether the charge concerning the'Prin- 
cejfes of Oude would peremptorily be broughf'on next Wed- 
nefclay. c 

Mr. She idan anfwered, that he could not undertake to fay 
peremptorily that it would. 

The Committee then proceeded to the examination of Sir 
Elijah Impey; and, in a confiderable time afterwards, tjie 
Houfe adjourned. 

« 

Monday^ ^th February. 

The Houfe went into a Committee on the lottery regula- 
tion bill, Ml. Gilbert in the chair. When they came to 
the claufe legalizing the infurance of whole tickets under 
certain reftridflbns, 

Mr. Alderman ex prefied his fears, that the bill 

meant to authorize a fpecies of gambling highly prejudicial 
to the lower clafs of the people. 

Mr. acknowledged, that games of chance ought to 
bedlopt as far as it was practicable, but that the prefent re- 
ftraining lottery aft was in moft inftances invaded. The 
procefs was as yet by warrant from a juftice of the peace, 
direfted to a conftable, to diftrain the goods on the premifes. 
The return to tliis warrant was generally nulla bona^ as the 
office-keeper had only to change his fettlement; if in Weft- 
ihinfter, to the city, and vice verfa^ whereby he evaded the 
magiftrate's power. By the prefent bill, a capias would iffue 
in the firft inftance, and the party become held to bail for 
500I. The fale and value of tickets would be increafed, 
^hich of courfe would prove an advantage. 

‘ Mrv Francis obferved, that he could not avoid exprefling, 
ill the ftrongeft terms, his cenfure againft the indecifive, 
loofe, and apparently inefficacious manner in which this bill 
appeared to point ap the extirpation of the very ferious and 
alarming evil of lottery gambling. He did not fee the good 
policy of fuffering this ipecies of infurance; for under this 
malk, the whole of the villainy, wl^ich the Ppblio fp juftly 
■ com- 
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tomplainecl of, would be felt ii> its utmoft degree. He 
mentioned the cafe of a woman (till then pofleffing and de- 
ferving an excellent chara6ler) in his own houfe, who had 
plundered him to the amount of 2dol. which fum, it was 
found, Ihe had fquandered in infuring tickets, and in buying 
chances in the lottery, inftead of applying it, according to 
his order, to the difcharge of fefferal of his tradefmen’s bills. 

The confe(juences were complete ruiii to the woman, for 
in defpait Ihe committed fuicide, in four days after the de- 
teftion. For this, and feveral other reafons, exclufive of 
the impoHibility of fairly regulating gambling, he fliould 
oppofe the hill. 

Mr. Ald(?rinan Newnhafn remarked^ tliat as a certain proof 
how much the prefent bill would cherifli and extend the 
nuifancei which it profefled to remedy, the newfpapers of 
that day contained numerous advert ifemCnts from fellows, 
who, in t]je contemplation of this bill, were fec^king for 
fliops in every corner of the metropolis; and, thus, every 
clerk, j'ervant, and diftreffed adventurer, might continue to 
inlure with nil kinds of impunity, except in the laft, dread- 
ful infteitce of irrecoverable ruin, if not perfonal dellruc- 
tion. 

Sir Grey CoGper exprefibd hilnfelf thoroiiglily convinced, Sir Grey 
that thofe wd\o drew the Iftll meant to co^'re61: the evil t6 
which it alluded ; yet he doubted, whether tile provifions 
of the bill would Iiave that effeft. It was certain that in- 
furance was now prohibited. By this bill it was again to be 
revived, and under this authority every evil growing from 
that abufe tniglit be apprehended. Befides, what neceflity 
could poflibly exift for autliorifing gambling ? 

• Mr, StccIc^ remarking that the office-keeper was liable to Mr. Steele 
be informed agaiiift by tlie party, added, that the only ad- 
vantage of fuch a circumftance was to render the laws ef- 
fedtual. Miglit it not, therefore, prove advifeable to wait 
the refult of the bill ; and the ratlier, as the lower clafs o£ 
people could not venture their pittance, becaufe the agree- 
ment mull: become void, unlefs the name of the perfon, and 
number of the ticket, were expreffed in the agreemerit. 

Mr. Bmreroft commended the bill, as, in his opinion, Mr. Bear- 
extremely likely to bring into a£Iion very rigorous penalties 
agairift that fpecies of offence which wasmofi: injurious, and 
do juftice againft fmall gamblers* The prefent laws were in 
fadi a dead letter — they were not brought into inefficacy — * 
and therefore fomC farther and more rigorous meafiires were 
heceffary. The authority given for infuring whole tickets 
was not likely to be felt as an encouragement of gambling. 

The infurers of tickets to that amount w^ere not the people 
tvhom it was the end of the bill to prevent from gambling. 

VoL* XXL H . It 
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It was perfectly certain, that let tlie Parliament inflift what 
rigours it might, people who gambled to that amount would 
find the means of doing it in Ipite of bills. But the evil 
which they all complained of was, that lottery-office 
' keepers drew in the lower clafTe* of the people by a number 
of fmall chances, which, though tritiing when feparatcly 
confidered, amounted to an immenfe fiini, and at the fame 
time had no efficacy in adding to the cinolumciit of the 
public. T'his evil it was inteiided to crufli, and tliis the bill 
would effecluate. The Public would gain by the infuraiice 
of whole tickets, for it would raii'e their price in the mar- 
ket ; nor could the inferior ranks of life engage in this parti- 
- culard'pecies of gaming. 

Mi*. Dcmp- Mr. Dcmpjlcr truffcd that no fituatioii Of diftrefled reve- 
nue would ever induce the nation to degrade itfelf by taking 
into its hand, and having a Ihare in a gambling box. d'he 
honourable and learned gentlcmaifs argument, that no 
“ rigours would be lufficient to prevent the infurance of 
wholf tickets,” if it proved any thing, proved too mucli, 
for it miglit wit!) equal truth be applied to the fmall gambler 
as to the rich, d'he paffion was tlie lame in all ranks ; and 
furely a general proliibition under the pielent penalties would 
be the moil eflicacious fyllem. What, for inllancc*, could 
prevent a perfon’s infuring a lhare of a ticket, when the 
keeper of the office was in league with him ? Or was it not 
poffible, with impunity, to break and divide a ticket amongft 
a multitude of inconliderate adventurers? 

Mr- Fox. Mr. Fox faid, that, poffibly, as it was a clear and indif- 
piUable truth tliat it was totally inn)ra£>;icable to crufli 
hling in toio^ it might he expedient to eftahlilli a mode by 
which tlie Public could reap an advantage from the general 
paffion. But nothing was fo clear as that this ffiould be 
guarded by every poffible iiieaws againll tlie evils whicli 
iprung irom iiivall gambling. U hejjcilons who could afford 
to gamble fo high as to give iifteen pounds tor a ticket which 
tvas only worth ten pounds, would be very few in compa- 
rifon of the number who could give one guinea for that 
which was only worth half a guinea. I'his fhewed at one 
view the impolicy of the prefeiit claiife; for it enabled peo- 
ple to enter into a fpecies of gambling, undoubtedly worfe 
than that of buying tickets, but which, as it tended to leffeii 
the firft ritk, was a confiderable invitation, and was a fort of 
gambling in wffiich they could indulge themfelves with a 
Jmaller llock. CJrant this licenfe, and there was no faying 
where the evil might ftop. The fangie ticket might be 
handed about through a hundred offices, for the purpofe of 
infurance, and confequently reducing the gambling to a 
price fu,ificiently fmall to be within the reach of the loweft 

: orders 
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orders of the community; at leaft to be fo fmall as to tempt 
them to all the petty larcenies which were complained of, to 
procure the means of gambling ; befides, experience had long 
taught them, that there were fuch various modes of infuring 
wholetickets, and fome of them fo low, that unlefs the bill 
guarded againft all thofe fchemes, he faw no probability of 
the evil being remedied by^this bill. The true and only 
means of preventing the ill confequences was a complete 
abolition of all ; and it was in the power of the Houle to 
effedl this by the introduction of penalties extremely heavy 
in their nature. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt ohferved, that the foie indifpenfably Mr. Chan- 
material point for determination was, whether tliepublic benefit ^cUoi* Pitt, 
ill a'lotteiy might not Ije iricreafed^ by permitting infurance 
to a certain degree, and at tlie fame time the fpecies of fmall 
gambling, which was uCelefs and pernicious to the comtiiu*' 
iiiry, be abcliflied ? This w’as an experiment to tliatend; and 
if it Ihould be found inadequate to the relief of the Public 
from the evils arifing from fmall gambling, they would uiic 
quellionably liave it in their power to make farther provi-- 
lion. It was his opinion, that granting a permilJion to a 
perfon to inl’ure tickets of whicli he was in polPeffion, as it 
tended to diminllh his rifii, would advance the price of 
tickets; and, under thefe circumfiances, the Public would 
certainly acquire forne lucrative advantage^. 

Mr. Francis contended, that his ohjedlion ftill remained Mr. Frau- 
iinanfwered. No provifion exifled for preventing the holder 
of a ticket from infuring it as often as he pleafed, and at as 
many offices as he might think proper. 

At length, tlie queftiom was put on the claufe, and the 
Committee divided on the queftion, 

Ayes, 1 15-:— Noes, 78. — Majority for it 37. 

The bill then went through the Committee, when feveral 
amendments were made, and a claufe added, directing, 

That no perfon fliall be liable to profecution, unlefs the 
information flialJ be lodged before a certain time.” 

The bill was ordered to be reported on the morrow. 

Mr. Jdam having exprefled his wifhes to make a com- Mr. Adam, 
plaint refpedting a breach of privilege, faid, that the HierifF 
of Renfew had received into his hand, tome time between 
the loth and 26th of July laft, the writ for the ele£tionj)fa 
member for that pldce, and had kept it without efbeying it, 
or bringing on the elecSIion, until the 20th of Odlober, al- 
though during the time when there was no member for that 
place, two prorogations had taken place, and that the exi- 
gencies of the ftate might have induced His Majefty to call 
for the affiftance of Parliament. This breach of privilege 
he wiftied to complain of ; but as he did not mean to inter- 

H 2 rupt 
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rupt the bnfinefs of the day, he fhould only put the Houft 
into the pofle/fion of his complaint, and of his motion upon 
It, which was, that the fheriff do attend at the bar of the 
Houfe on a day to be fpeciied, to anfwer interrogatories 
touching his condudl in the above circumftance, 

Mr. liainUion confidered k as an extreme har4fliip to 
bring a gentleman a journey of nine hundred miles on a fur- 
mife. ‘ Why not make the rjiotion before t and why, as th^ 
election was over, and no injury fuftained, make it at all } 
Mr. Chnn- Mr Chancellor P/// obferved, that as the eleilion was 
cclior Pitt, made, the complaint might not only be deferred for this day, 
but delayed for feveral weeks, until the iflue of the petition, 
complaining of the eledliori, Aiould be known. 

Mr. Adam, Mr. Adam anfwered, that as he faw there was a ferious 
oppofition defigned, he Ihculd poftpone his motion to an 
open day. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt moved, that the Houfe do on that 

celior Pitt. day fe’nnight refolve itfelf into a Committee of tlie whole 

Houfe, to confider that part of His Majefty’s' Speech 
which related to a treaty of navigation and commerce, 

> concluded with the Molf Chrifiian King.’* 

Lord Geo. Lord George Cq,vcnd‘ijh faid, that Hill perfevering in his 
£iiYciidiih. fentiments on a difcuflion fo truly important as the treaty 
with France, there Ihould be the fulleft poflible atten- 
dance of the reprefentatives of’ the people, it was his de- 
fign to move for a call of the Houfe. fie wi/hed to do 
this in order; but the motion now made by the right ho- 
nourable gentleman precluded him. The period was too 
^ort for a call. He niuft therefore move an amendment, 
by fubftiluring the words this day fortnight” for this 
“ day fe’nnight,” and then he fliould follow the motion 
thus amended by a motion fur a call of the Houfe. 

The Speaker having ftated the queftlon, 

Mr. Fox; Mr. Fox rol'e, and remarked tliat in confeqnence of the 
numerous opportunities which had arifen to confirm his idea, 
that the difpofition of the right honourable gentleman was 
fanguine even to excefs, he felt a llighter degree of allonilh- 
ment at difeovering that on this, tis on other important 
topics, he Ihould violently urge on the Houfe, to the coh- 
^ fideration of the treaty. l5ut the fame experience which he 
if/*comiwon with other members had of the confequences of 
rafltly falling in with the wiffies of the right honourable 
gentleman in this refpedl, prevented him from readily be- 
lieving that the Houfe would go raihly with him into a dif- 
cuffion, fo novel in its quality, and fp pregnant with con- 
fequences either good or the contrary. It was a new fyf- 
tam, in which not only the eftabliflied do6trincs of our fore- 
fathers were departed from, but by w'hich the great and moft 
* effential 
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leflential principles in our commerce, principles which, whcr 
ther wife or erroneous had made us opulent, were to be 
completely changed. Surely a fyftem afiedling thus our 
commerce in its moft vital parts, alFefling our nioft intimate 
and advantageous conne6tions, and which, though’ it held 
put prefent profit to certain branches of our manufaflures 
threatened, according to fome opinions, ultimate and final 
jofs to them all, if to he admitted at all, was a fyftem to h« 
admitted only after the moft ferious and deliberate diicuftion. 
What muft be the conlequences to the chara61er of the 
nation —what to the dignity of their proceedings, if they 
fliould fufFer this bulinels to go forth from their hands, ac- 
cepted on bad grounds jv^rtially ftated, and not thoroughly 
underilood ? 7'Iiere was one thing particular in this treaty- 
one thing in which it differed from all that ever went before 
it, and which tended very much to ftrengthen the argument 
for a ferious deliberation — and that was, that we muft take 
it all or none. It was not a meafure, into the detail of 
which the Houfe could enter with the precaution incident 
toother topics — of adopting only what part they liked — 
They muft adopt and embrace the whole of the fyftem, or 
rejed it all. On this occafion, though he would not be 
conftrued to. fay, that the general vote given by the Houfe 
would preclude them from going into the detail, ftill there 
was in this meafure fomething effentially different from 
moft cjueftions ; for their going into a committee on that 
day fe’nnight, as they were defired to do, was not to be 
confidered as the beginning of their deliberation — But on 
that firft difcuflion, the opinion of the Houfe w^as to be 
called foV, he fuppofed, to the general queftion of the ad- 
miffion of the treaty. It was therefore highly incumbent 
on therp that they fliould have time maturely to weigh the 
confequences of a vote which was to have fo much efficacy in 
the final difcuffion of the fubjeft. Isio occurrence whatfo- 
ever had arifen, the memory of which ought to influence 
the Houfe on the prefent occafion; the treaty of navigation 
and commerce with Ireland; that treaty which was better' 
known in that Houfe by the Irilh name of the Irifti propo- 
fitions. On that fubjedl as on the prefent, the tight ho- 
nourable gentleman deprecated delay. He ohjedted ^to thg 
arguments of tliofe who recommended to him time and 
thought. He defired then, as now, to hurry them on with- 
out confideration — without time for inquiry— or for colleS- 
ing the opinions of thofe who were the moft able to judge 
of the expediency of the meafure. Ought rrot the right 
honourable gentleman to be thankful to the Houfe for not 
yielding to his rafli propofals ? What muft have been the 
ponfeauences. to this country if the propofitious had paffed 
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in the indigefted fliape in wThich he brought them into Par- 
liament, and prefled them on its acceptance ? AH the dangers 
would have been incurred which the right honourable gen- 
tleman himfelf afterwards fo forcibly enumerated. For- 
tunate for the country was the wife caution of the Houfe in 
that inftance — Fortunate for the right honourable gentle- 
man himfelf — Fortunate indeed has been his failing in this 
as well as in other purfuits, when he has been ref cued by 
the vvifdom of the Floufe from the dangers of his own raflx- 
nefs ! Never had the goo^l fortune of the right honourable 
gentleman been more apparent than wlien he had been un- 
willingly brought to delay the difeuffion of his hafty pro- 
jeifls ; and when the good fenfe and fober judgement of the 
Houfe had fnatched him from fhe impending ruin of his 
fanguine meafures. It was not only in the inllance of the 
Irifli propofitions that he had been thus fortunately checked. 
— He had alio brought in a plan for a commercial treaty with 
America, and that w^ould admit of no poflible delay. The 
Houfe how^ever, had taught him the ralhnefs of the pro- 
ceeding ; and that bill he never brought again into the Houfe. 
On that fubjeft he had been made completely to change his 
mind, in confequence of the lights which he received by 
prudent delay. 

The Houfe would pleafe to confider the fize ot the obje£l 
which they Were thus required without the neceflary infor- 
mation ‘being granted, and w’ithout even providing for a full 
attendance of members, by a call of the Houfe, decidedly 
to inveftjgate. They were to confider its influence on all 
that was great in the features of their general commerce — 
in the principles under which, whether right or wrong, 
that commerce had flourillied — and in its power over their 
conne 61 ions with other flares, and particularly Portugal. 
He muft flill urge how greatly he felt himfelf alarmed at 
our connection with that Power. He was not convinced 
that it would be wnfe for England to enter into a commer- 
ci^jil conneiftion with France, unlefs it was clearly demon- 
ftrated that fuch a connection was in no wnfo to aft'eft our 
valuable connection wnth Portugal. What Was the alter- 
native of this treaty } If there was to be no facrifice of the 
revenue arifing from wine, there w^as to be a facrifice of the 
‘""Mefliuen treaty. If the Methuen treaty was not to be facri- 
ficed, then there was to be a facrifice of revenue in the articles 
pf wines only, to the amount of between 1 50 and 200,000l. 
a year. He furely ftiould not, iu fpite of this immenfe lofs, 
hefitate a moinent, if the n^ceffity of the alternative was 
apparent, which ' fide to take ; for the Methuen treaty had 
juftly been confidered as the commercial idol of England. 
There were extravagant rumours out of doofs, if they were 
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to liften to all the extravagant 'rumours circulated con- 
cerning the Portugal trade — that it had fallen off, and that 
it was no longer to be viewed in the fame light as formerly 
— but to thel'e rumours he could give no ear; and the Houfe 
ought certainly to know the preciTe ftate o ' the trade. Tliey 
were, on the contrary, called upon to adt in the dark. 
The queftion, as far as the relation of Portugal to England 
went, bore three faces — 'I'hey were to confider the French 
treaty either under the idea that the duties on Portugal 
'wines were to be lowered; or, 2. That the Methuen treaty 
was to be facriliced ; or, 3, That there was a negociatioii 
pending — In which of thefe faces was he to coiiTlder the 
Portugal trade while difcuffing the French treaty ? It furely 
ought to be clearly and fully explained to the Houfe, before 
they were called upon to come to this decifion. 

Another circumftance moft forcibly demanded confide- 
ration. A convention had been exchanged, and at length 
ratified — and this convention was fo little of a piece with 
the treaty, nay, was in I'oine refpefts fo totally diffimilar, 
that one might have conceived it as poffible to deckle on 
the merits of the Irilh propofitioiis in their lafl lhape, from 
having read thofe which the right lionourable genricman 
firll brought in, as to form a clear and conclulive j;ic]gmcMt 
of the convention from having read the treaW* 'Fhe con- 
vention which gentlemen had only received that day, con- 
tained adjuftments of duties, and an arrangement of dif- 
ferent articles of hardware, which vyere all fo huddled to- 
gether in the treaty, that the moll: enlightened of tlie ma- 
iiufadlurers and traders would be pu/z/Jed to decide at once 
onitsprecife merits. A fortnight only was delired — Surely 
the right honouraldc gentleman could not be lerious in ob-- 
jeding to a period lb Ihort. What did he fear r or what 
could he podibly have to fear from tlie delay? He had in- 
fiiiuatcd tliat tlie great body tlie people were anxious for 
the completion of the treaty — If the majoriiy of the 
people were for the treaty, furely lie had notliing to ap- 
prehend from delay — If their approbation of it was well- 
founded, deliberation would only fix tli^rn in tlieir opinions 
more thoroughly ; but if he fufpeded that they were loud 
in their prail'e more from the novelty of the objebj: tliaa^ 
from their convidion of its merits; that they had, like 
himfelf, taken ituphaflily, and attraded by the glitter of 
a French connedion, or tempted by the view of immediate 
profit, had not taken time to fit down and thoroughly 
weigh the merits of the cafe; then indeed, the condud ol 
the right honourable gentleman as a temporiier might be 
right. He fqatched at the fealbnable moment to catch the 
traafi^tory breath of their praife ; and feized on their dc- 
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luCon to betray them into his toil. But he could not think 
fo poorly of the right honourable gentleman. He furely 
could not be fo content with a triumph fo obtained. A 
triumph of this kind he might have had, in the fulleft 
meafure of national delirium, if lie had puflied the nation 
to a qweftion on tli^ treaty eight days after its publication. 
There were a fort of people to whom, in every inftance/ 
novelty was attra6lion. If a meafure had the merit of 
beuig new and glittering, they were foothecl by its appear- 
ance, and for a time became fubjecSl to its fifcination. But 
this was a fort of magic eafily broken, it endured no lon- 
ger than the novelty itfelf, and a rational elUniate proceed- 
ing fi*om cool inquiry follow'td the momentary intoxication 
of the fenfes. Surely the right honourable gentleman 
could find no true enjoyment in any other than the triumph 
which Ihould proceed from the ‘'iggregate concurring voice 
of the country, ferioufly and deliberately pronounced in 
favour of tlie treaty which he has negociated. He muft 
revolt from a triumph obtained over delufion and error* 
Whilft he carneftly requelled time, he mull again recall 
the memorable circumflance of the Irilli propofitions. What 
Was tlie cafe there? When the right honourable gentleman 
Was intreated to allow time for incjuiry, and for colIe6ling 
the fenfe of the people, he triumphanlly pointed to the 
table, and inqiTiired what petitions there were on the table. 
What was the confequencc of this? The manufi6luring 
bodies in every part of the country, gave the right honou- 
rable gentleman petitions in liifficient number — they gave 
him the mofl convincing proof not only that he was oppofed 
by the whole body of the people, but tliat he was wrong 
in every article of his fcheme. From thefe gentlemen the 
Houfe had alfo gained a com})lete treatife on manufa6lure 
and commerce- a treatife which, though given in the cafe 
of the Iriih treaty, was equally ap))licable to the French 
treaty, and would for ever be referred to, and refpedlcd in 
every cafe of commercial dii'culiion. 

He llmuld now beg leave to caution the Houfe againft 
entering raflily into the firll difcuirioii, becaufe tlieir fiift 
opinion delivered on the treaty was fo material. It was not 
on this as in the Irifli treaty — ^They had no Parliament, 
•jealous of the conftitiition, like themfclves, to revife whdt 
they might do. He had been faid to liave delivered very 
free opinions about F rench perfidy, and perhaps he might 
not think that nation the moft faithful in their political coit- 
trafls of any people in Europe; but he never faid that they 
were fo treacherous — that they were fo unobfervant of their 
public faith, as to fufpeft that if the Britilh Parliament 
were to infert feme fmall palTage into the treaty different 
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from the prefent letter of it, they would reje6t the whole’ 

—The Ijilh did this — A claufe inferted at the conclufion 
of the inquiry had the good luck to aroufe the jealoufy of 
the Parliament of Ireland, and they, much to the latisfac- 
tipn of every thinking man, rejefted the whole fcheme ; but 
in this inflance we had no fuch good fortune to cxpe6>, and 
therefore Parliament muft be more cautious how they fiif- 
fered a thing to pafs, which once out of their hands/ was 
not likely to meet its doom elfewhere* Such fentintents as 
he had now expreiied, would, he was aiTinvd, entirely hear 
him out in voting fc2r an amendnient ; and the more par- 
ticularly, as the confeqnence of its paflliig w^oiild lecure a 
full Houfe, and as a natural refult, a deep inveiligaticn of a 
fubjeCl, to which tew, if any, were iuperior in importancv:. 

Sir Richard Hill laid, tluit although he happened to rife St Richari 
on the fame fide of the floul'e, on which the right honoura- 
ble gentleman, who had juft concluded fpeaking, fat, lie by 
no means meant to lupport his fide of the qiielrion. ThS 
right honourable gentleman’s argument againft difpatch re- 
minded him ot that right honourable gentleman’s cpndudl 
refpeefting a meafure ot his own, wl\en in offi-'e; the India 
bill of 1784, on which occafion he would not give tlie Houfe 
time to have a call take place, before lie forced them to 
decide upon its principle. When that bill vv;fas thrown out 
by the Houfe of Lords, the People joined in prailes and 
thankfgivings at their deliverance from a bill vvhicli aimed 
at fetting up an unconftitulional power, and w^aJitonly de* 
ftroyed the chartered riglits of the Eaft- India Company. 

Mr. Fox admitted, that he had urged the propriety of tot; 
giving the India bill one ftage, hut furely without drawing 
on himlelf any charge of pulhing llie Houle with indecent 
fpeed ; for it lb ha])pened that that was ])ut one of feveral 
ftages, all of which were equally proper for trying the 
ftrength of that qucftioii. This ^vas of a very contrary 
kind, for here the firft queftion gave a colouring to the 
whole, and feemed to pledge the Houfe for the principle, if 
not the detail, of the treaty^. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt laid, that the right honourable geii- Mr. clian. 
tleman was always entitled to very ferious attention, hut on 
the prefent occafion, when he was ciuleavonriiig to poltpone 
the difeuflion of the moft Important queftion that •coulcT 
poffih!y come under the confideration of the Houle, and 
which in its very nature, required every degree of difpatch 
that could be given to it with fafety and decorum, as it was 
one in which the greateft interefts of this country were in- 
volved, whether confidered in a commercial or a political 
point of view, whether afFedling the individual or thjs 
Public — when hi5 pbieik was fuch, it was more than ever 

VoL. XXL I me^wh&nt 



P AR LI AMEN^T ARY A 1787- 

incvirhhent on him to ufe tjie moll confummate care to com- 
prehend the drift and tendency of his arguments. — It was 
befides a matter of curious obfervation to mark the motives 
which could induce the right honourable gentleman, whofe 
general characleriilic had not hitlierto appeared to be delay 
or procraftinatioii, to wilh to impede the difculTion of fuch 
a fubje<5t as the prelent. An honourable friend of his had, 
however, fuggelied a much more alarming motive for de- 
laying the difeuflion than the right honourable gentleman 
had been able todifeover; and was in fo much, not only 
on the lame fuie of the Houfe, but alfo on the fame fide of 
the cjucfiiion, with the right honourable gentleman, avS far as 
the cjueftion related merely to delay. I'his motive was the 
precedent which he had Hated from the practice of the right 
honourable gentleman himfeif, for could any parallel be 
j)roved between the prefent meafure and that to which his 
honourable friend alluded — that rafli and inconfiderate iliea- 
fure by wdiich the coniruution ot this country had been in 
fuch imminent danger of being completely overturned and 
ruined.^ Could tlie hnailefl affinity be made out between the 
commercial treaty wilh j ranee, and the right honourable 
gentleman’s wc.ll-kr;Gv. n India bill, lie liiould ihudder at the 
thouglit of l.u inging tlic confideration of the French treaty 
forward at all,^ and would moll readily acquiefee in every 
pinlpecl of delay and lielltation whicli the riglit honourable 
gen'iieman fiiould make, in every propofal of deliberation 
and caution that lie had himicif in the former in fiance fruit- 
leisly fuggelied. On a quediion fo much at variance with 
the princi])les by which the right honourable gentleman’s 
own practice had been governed, it was naturally to be ex- 
peeled that he would have exerted all liis ingenuity, to avoid 
the a])pearance of that incor.fiiloncy with winch, in his po- 
litical meafures, as ell as in his political conne6lions,. the 
public opinion liad long fince charged him. But tlie right 
honourable gentienuin’s arguments, however logical and 
pointed they tiiight he, were yet by no means methodical 
and regular. He fliould therefore endeavour to arrange 
them in ibme fort of order, and give them feverally and 
diilindlly inch anl'wcrs as he was able. I'he iirft argument 
ufed by the right honourable gentleman, in favour of a call 
l5f tliS Houfe, was, that fuch A meafure was of courfe, and 
obvioufly right and proper, when a fubjedl of fuch confe- 
quence as tliat now under confideration was to be difeufled. 
To this he fliould aniwer, that certainly a full attendance 
was ' extremely dtCrable on fuch an occafion ; — but furely 
tio man would pretend to fay, that a call of the Houfe at 
the prefent day would give any better promife of a full at- 
tendance than what might prima facie be colleidled from riie 

appearance 
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appearance of tlie Hoiife at that moment, or even if the 
Houfe were not full, might naturaKy have been expe<5i:ed 
from the magnitude of the fubjeil: iifelf, or the length of 
time which had intervened between the day in which it was 
firft made public, and that in which it would cojne to be 
propofed for difcuffion; thefe circumllances would in them- 
ielves be fufficient toinfuie a crowded Houfe, as was evident 
from the numbers then a<Si:ualIy prelent ; whereasS it was on 
occafions where any bufinefs of magnitude luddenly and 
unexpedledly came forward, or where the importance of 
fuch bufinefs was not of a nature likely to imprefs itfelf or 
the minds of people, that a call was generally reforted to 
in the one inftance, to jnforin, and in the other, to ronle 
the attention of the members, 'riic next argument which 
tlie riglit honourable gentleman had ufed for a call, w^as, 
that the prefent fubjedt being evidently entitled to a full at- 
tendance, there had not l^een fulBcient notice given of the 
time proj)oled for the difeuflion to expect rliat full atten- 
dance if not enforced by a call. In anfvver to this, he ob- 
fervecl, that the treaty with I’rance had been made, public 
above four months previous to the meeting of Parliament 
— that the attention of the kingdom had been very much 
drawn to it, as it was indeed, of a nature which mull na- 
turally interell the minds of men in its evegt, and that its 
very magnitude was fuch as entiiely to fuperfede the necef- 
fity of a call — then, as to the want of proper notice having 
teen given of the intention of bringing it on at this period, 
iie fliould Itate a few circumftaiices to the Houle, to ftiew 
that no conficieration whatioever was due to the argument. 
In the firft place, the treaty with France was in itfelf of 
fuch a nature as necelTarily demanded a very fpeedy conclu- 
fion ; nor could it with fafety or propriety be fufFered to 
remain long in fufpence. In the next place, it was the fub- 
jedl to which His Majefty in his fpeech had given the pre- 
ference, recommending it firft and nioft pointedly to the 
attention and care of Parliament. But, if thole two cir- 
cumftances were not in themfelves fufficient to have taught 
gentlemen to expedt that the bufinefs would be fpeeddy 
brought forward, he ftiould mention a few faefts that every 
gentleman muft have in his recolkdfion, by which it wouW^ 
•evidently appear, that the m6tion which he had made, was 
by no means a furprife, but that full and fufficient notice 
bad been given of his intention to propofe an early day for 
its difcuffion; and that of courfe, tlie mc^ion now made 
fora call of the Houfe, could be nothing elfe but an expe- 
dient for delaying the conflderation of the treaty, and by no 
means an attempt to procure that treaty the advantage of 
being difeuffed in a fuller Houfe thw vvlaat might from ail 
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circumllapces in *rhe ordinary courfe he fairly expefled. 
Mr. Pitt*now recapitulated all which had pafled concerning 
the treaty iii tliat Houle llnce the meeting of Parliament, 
pointing out that it had been his conftant praflice whenever 
it was inpnlioned, to fpeak of it as a thing neceflary to be 
taken up immediatelv, nor fuffer it to hang a moment lon- 
ger in doubt than could be avoided. He reminded the Houfe, 
that a right honourable gentleman (Mr- Burke) had, on the 
firft day of tlie ieilion given notice, that he Ihould on 
Tl'huifday, in the fecond week of the leflion, more to 
entiT upon the confideration of a fuhjedl: (the impeachment 
of Mr. Hailings) which he had declared to be of ec|ual con- 
fequence with the French treaty,^ and which he believed, 
though not (jiiite fo novel as the other right honourable 
gjntieman luul complained that the treaty was, yet in a- 
iiotlier point of view much more deferving of a call, fup- 
pofing it to be of etjual magnitude, inafmnch as it was not 
in itfelf fo likely to attradd the voluntary attendance of the 
members — that another honourable gentleman who was ex- 
pe6ted,"o open the cliarge on that day (Mr. Slieridan) had on 
the Friday ffdiowingrome down to the Houfe, and had defired 
leave to change the day appointed by his riglit honourable 
friend, fjx)m tlie Thurfday in the fecond week to the Mop- 
day in the third (the prefent day,) affiguing as his reafon, 
that he had informed feveral gentlemen in the country that 
the hufmefs would not come on until that day ; and t]\e ho- 
nourable geinleman had, at the fame time, to clear himfelf 
and his friends from any impntatic.i of a defire to pro- 
praflinate (though at prefent it appeared they were not fo 
anxious to avoid a fimilar imputation) given notice tliat 
his right honourable friend (Mr. Burke) was ready on the 
Thurfday in the fame week, to move another of tlie charges 
againft Mr. Haftings ;—that he liimfelf had then rifen, an4 
informed the honourable gentleman that he could not con- 
fent to his monopolizing two day s in the tliird week of the 
ieffion, as he purpofed to take feme day in that yveek for the 
ponfideratipn of tlie French treaty. I'his was ten days ago, 
apd yet, at that time, no gentleman had tliought of moving 
for a call of the Houfe. He had again on Tluiifday laft 
civen notice, that he would on the clay'following, fix a day 
lor t&e prefent morion for going into the confideration of 
the treaty on Monday next, which was a ftill later day than 
that which he had firft mentioned ; yet it unfortunately hap- 
pened, that om of thefe notices had unaccountably mifled 
its way to the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) 
though expreffly addrelTed to an honourable gentleman, not 
very likely to conceal the communication from him ; and 
the other, although delivered in his own prefence, bad as 
4 unaccountably 
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unaccountably been treated with^ an unufual degree of in- 
attention, or had been forgotten ; as, upon F4|day laft, 
when he had p ofltively fixed on the prefent Monday,, as - 
the day on which he propofed to ma!^e his motion, the riglvt 
honourable gentleman had declared himfelf perfedily ignorant 
of any pfior information having ever been conveyed to him 
on the lubjedl. At neither of thofe two former notices — 
that on the Friday of the firft, nor on the Thurfday of the 
fecoipd week, had any of the gentlemen on the other fide 
thought of moving for a call, although the Houfe was at 
that time much more thinly attended than it had been fince, 
but on the very next day, (laft Friday) when he again more 
particularly gave notice of the day he intended to have mo- 
ved for, (although that cfay was ftill more diftant than any 
he had yet mentioned, namely, the Monday in the fourth 
week of the feflion) there happening to be a much fuller 
houfe than any that had met fincc the opening of the feftion, 
the circumftance operated fo forcibly on the mind of the 
noble Lord, that though in thin Moufes he liad never 
thought of, in that full Houfe he immediately fuggefted the 
neceffity of a call. But yet, even then he did nett move 
it, contenting himfelf with barely mentioning it, as a thing 
tliat might be defirable. On the prefent day, however, the 
Houfe being as full as it would probably be during the whole 
feftion, the noble Lord had brought himfelf fo do what never 
occurred to him in thin Houfes, and what he barely hinted at 
in a moderately full one, had unaccountably moved for a call 
of the Houfe. 


On the whole, whether fuch a meafure were neceffary or 
cot, it was certain that the condu6l of thofe who attempted 
to bring it about was not fuch as to give any weight to the 
propofil; but, for his part, he fliould be perfedlly indiffe- 
rent about it, w^erc it not for the delay which it muft necef- 
farily occafion, and his convi£lion that a call of the Houfe 
would not prove a means of bringing a fingle member more 
to it than already attended. The call had alfo been enfor- 
ced under the idea of giving gentlemen an opportunity of 
confulting their conftituents on the fubjeft of the treaty, be- 
fore they lliould come to any decifive vote upon it. As to 
this, he hoped that no gentleman, knowing, as they all 
muft, that fuch aqueftion would come forward dunii^-the 
feflion ; and being, as every gentleman appeared to he, fqlly 
apprized of its confequence, nay, having the very treaty be- 
fore them— under fqch circumftances, he hoped, the gentle- 
men had not come up to Parliament without having perform- 


ed that very neceffary part of their duty, — the making them- 
Yfiiol iiiPf'ffl fentiments of their conftituents 
in which their iiiteretts were fo materi^Iy con- 
• • cerned. 
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cerned* And he caU-^d up n ali thofe gentlemen who repre- 
fent6d tSbfe parts of the kingdom which flourilhed moll in 
manufaftures and coirmerce, to declare what were the opi- 
nions of their conftiMients on the fubjeft, and what was the 
ftate of ‘expeflation and general interell which had been ex- 
cited in thofe parts by the profpcdl of the completion of the 
French treaty. He would even, on this occafion, appeal to 
a right honourable gentleman, to whom he Ihould not in 
general wifh to refer a queftion in which he felt himfelf deep- 
ly involved. He would even appeal to the member for 
Norvvith (Mr. Wyndham) whether he had the authority of 
his ronftituents cO delay or reftrain the execution of the 
treaty. 3'he right honourable gentleman had made another, 
effort in fupport of the delay which was the obje61: of the 
noble Lord’s amendment. The late convention entered in- 
to between His Majelly and the King of France, fubfequent 
to the cottclulion of the treaty, had given him a ground for 
this part of his cond\i£l. I'he convention having been 
concluded, for the purpofe of arranging the detail of tlie 
general principles cllablifhed by the treaty, the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had argued that time ought to be given 
to genrfemen to examine and weigh the feveral articles of 
that detail before they were called upon to form a conclufion 
as to the principle. He would take upon him to fay that 
no gentleman who had read the convention (and every gen- 
tleman hadfurely had fulltime to read and confider it fince 
it had been delivered) would venture to aflert, that there 
wasalingle aiticle contained in it, which could or ought to 
have any efFc6l on the judgement of the Iloufe with lefpedl 
to the principle of the treaty. The third argument of the 
right honourable gentleman had a reference to the pending 
treaty with Portugal ; and the 1 ight lionourable g#itlemaii 
had contended, that if they were to be in a ftate of igno- 
rance as to the event of that treaty, it would prove highly 
impolitic and improper to proceed to a confirmation of the 
French treaty; whereas if we were to have an account of 
the fate of that negociation, then they would fo far be en- 
abled to go to the confideration of the treaty then before 
the Houfe. — If there was any ftrength in this argument of 
the right honourable gentleman, he was willing, he faid, to 
dUbw ^im the benefit of it in its fulleft extent ; and he 
would freely , acknowledge not only that tlie treaty with 
Portugal was not yet concluded, but that there was no pro- 
fpeflt of its being concluded previous • to the day propofed 
for the French difcufllon. Therefore, if the argument 
could at 'all tend to fupport the requifition for delay made by 
the honourable gentlemen oppofitc, they had the full benefit 
of it, and he was willing to make them a prefent of that 
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conceflion* At the fame time, the conceffion, he believed, 
would turn out to be of no great ufe to them, when it ftould 
be found how the argument would apply. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman had Hated, that, in point of levenue, 
we were likely to become Ipfers by the redu6tion of the du- 
ties on the rortuguefe wines, which, if the provifions of 
the Methuen treaty were ta be maintained, mull:, after the 
execution of the French treaty, be reduced by one third of 
their prefent amount, and had alked whetlier the increafed 
importation of French wines would be likely to compenfate 
for that defalcation. I'o this he would anfwer, that whe- 
ther in the article of wines or not, he was prepared to con- 
tend, when the treaty with France came fairly under difcuf- 
fion, that even fuppofin^ the duties on Portugal wines to 
be lowered, agreeably to the flipulations contained in our 
prefent fubfcribing treaties with Portugal, (which, as mat- 
ters at prefent Hood, was by no means certain) tliat even 
then, whatever falling off the revenue might fuftain in that 
article, ftill it would be moll amply counterbalanced by the 
various channels of commerce whichthis treaty would ne- 
ceflarily then create or improve. Thus, had he liad gone 
through the whole of the right honourable gentleman’s ar- 
guments as fyflematically as the vague and incoherent man- 
jier in which they were delivered would permit him. In an- 
fwer to his firft argument, that a full attendance was ne- 
ceflary on fo very important an occafion, he had fliew.n, 
that a call was unnectffary to procure fuch attendance. To 
the fecond, that a fartlier delay was neceffiry, he had an- 
fwered, by proving, that tliere had been already fiifiicient 
time to deliberate, and fufficient notice for preparation. 
And as to the argument drawn from the pending Hate of tiie 
treaty W 4 th Portugal, he had fairly Hated how that nego- 
ciation refled, and had pledged himfelf to meet the riglit lio- 
nourable gentleman on that ground, and on the principles 
which he liad laid down concerning it. Thofe three were 
the only heads of argument ufed by the right honourable 
gentleman, which could, in any degree, or with any co- 
lour, apply to the point in debate; and he lliould be fatif- 
fied at the refutation which he had given them, >vere it not 
for certain additions and embellifliments with which the right 
honourable gentleman had interfperfed his fpeecli, partly m 
the Hi ape of rebukes, and partly of admonitions to him ; 
and to th^fe he muH give foire anfwer. Tlie right honour- 
able gentleman ha<i reflefted on him for his precipitation and 
raihnefs in pulliing forward his meafures without due delibe-. 
ration, and hadadmonilhedhim (no doubt with great fince- 
rity and benevolence) to avoid bringing this matter to iV 
fpeedy a. determination for fear of confequences, whicli, 

though 



PARLI AM.ENT ARY A. 1787. 

. * ^ 

thcyugh he had fufficlent vigour of imagination to forefee, he 
yet had not difcrimination or accuracy enough to enumerate 
and deTcribe, But what did the right honourable gentleman 
mean to confider as precipitation and rallinefs ? Did he hold 
it to be precipitate and rafli to proceed, after more than four 
months public notoriety, to debate and determine oh a mea- 
fure, by which the attention of the whole nation was enga- 
ged, and in which the wilhes and interefls of thofe concern- 
ed were moft materially invdived? Did he call this precipi- 
tation and rariinefs ? He remembered the time when the 
tight honourable gentleman did not judge in the fame wi\y 
in which it would now appear he did. When he had the 
misfortune of fitting in tlie feat pow occupied by the riglit 
honourable gentleman, he had an opportunity of making 
his obfervations on his dipofuion, and the principles by 
tvhicli he was governed on queftions which required the moft 
confummate deliberation. He remembered the right honour- 
able gentleman to have introduced on the the third day of the 
feflion, a meafure which, from its novelty, (a great caufe 
of eei\fure at prefent with the right honourable gentleman) 
from its magnitude, from its obvious efFedls, and from the 
terror and alarm with which it filled every thinking mind 
in the kingdom, feemed eminently entitled to a moft deli- 
berate difeuffiop, and a moft minute inveftigation a meafure 
which, as if confeious of its owui malignity, had crept un- 
der darknefs, and ftirunk even from a whifper, and, until 
that day, had never been heard of in public : and yet, to this 
meafure the right honourable gentleman, in the plenitude 
of his power and the ardour of his mind, refufed to allow 
that delay, which, even on the moft trivial and ordinary 
occafons, the forms of the Houfe had rendered nectfl’ary ! 
A meafure which violated every principle of the tronftitu- 
tion, overturning the eftabliflied maxims of government, un- 
hinging the funflions of the executive authority, fetting up 
a new and moft deftrudlive power in the ftate, and tramp - 
ling, without any concern or reflexion, on the private pro- 
perty of individuals ! A meafure, in fhort, which had ftig- 
matized its abettors with univerfal odium, and would hand 
them down to pofterity as'‘obje£ls of everlafting reproach! 
Such was the meafure, which, without examination, with- 
out fven a paufe or almoft a day’s confideration, had been 
Crammed down the throats of that Houfe by the right ho- 
nourable gentleman. At that time he endeavoured by ar- 
gument, by perfuafion, by entreaty and deprecation, to re- 
ft rain the right honourable gentleman from the ungover- 
nable raftinefs by which he feemed aftuated, but it had no 
. effeft. Here he ftated the different periods of the feveral 
ilages of Mr. Fox*s Eaft-India bill in its pregrefs through 

the 
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the Houfe) and his own attempts to reprefs the rapidity 
with which it^ was prefled 'forward. Shortly after he had 
changed his feat in that Houfa^ but he had brought with 
him his principles : but the right honourable gentleman had 
appeared to have moft flrangely altered his principles^ and 
was ready, in his prelent fituation, to give, on all occafions, 
ven wliere the ipirit of it could not apply, that advice 
which, in all cafes of the moft obvious neceifity, he had him* 
felf haughtily and fupercilioufly rejedled. For his 'own 
part, neither had the right honourable gentleman’s argu- 
ments been able to convince him — his rebukes to intimidate 
—or his admonitions to alarm him, but he Ihould, with the 
confent of the Houfe, go into the confideration of the treaty 
on the enfuing Monday. He fhould not hefltate to aver, 
that, upon fuch an inveftigation, he could proceed without 
one anxious preflure upon his mind, more than confoling 
himfclf with the reflexion that he had acceded to the de- 
mand of all proper time for deliberation ; that he had come 
forward with every requifite intelligence, and purfued every 
meafure, in his idea, likely to tender the treaty at once pet^? 
m^nent and ferviceable to this country. * 

Mr* Martin declared, that fo far from being of opinion Mr. Mar* 
that a call of the Houfe was neceflary, he fhould have very 
little confidence in thofe members who would flot attend 
their duty in that Houfe, when a meafure *of fo much im- 
portance was to come under confideration, without the en- 
forcement of a call. With refpedl to the treaty, lie was 
inclined to approve coming to the deliberation ot it on the 
enfuing Monday \ and although he did not mean to preclude 
himfelf from giving any opinion which might fuggeft itfclf 
to him in the courfe ot the fubfequent difeuffion of it, he 
was ready to acknowledge, that he faw no manner of objec- 
tion to breaking through ancient prejudices, and entering 
into a cqmmercial connexion with a liberal, civilized, and 

{ powerful neighbouring nation, with a view to promote a 
afting harmony between the two countries, and render a 
war lefs probable. 

Mr. Franch exprefllng his wifhes that it might be afcer<^ Mr. 
tained to that Houfe under what points of view the Methuen 
treaty was to be afFe£led by the commercial treaty with 
France, contended, that the true ftateof that maKer^ae 
extmmely, material to be known. Were they to colledl from 
the right honourable gentleman, that the French treaty was 
to be difeufled and decided upon, without oonfldering the 
Methuen treaty as done away, or as if it were no longer to 
exift } Another point* had fallen from the right honourable 
gentleman, which he wifhed to fay a word or two upon, and 
this was, the India biU of his rige^ honourable friend. He 
VoL. XXL K iod 
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hix! not been in Par li ament ^when that bill was brought in, 
but he knew what pafl'cd. That hill had been coitiplained 
of as an open and avowed ftretch of power, juftified by thofe 
wlio framed it by the ncceffity of the cafe. What was 
the bill of the right honourable gentletnan oppofite to him ? 
An infidious trick upon the Company, who now com- 
plained that the right honourable gentlemen had ftolen 
that wliieh his right honourable friend profcfled to take in 
the face of day* 

Mr. wii- Mr. obferved, that when the right honourable 
Cliancellor of tlie Exchequer, in the courfe of his fpeech, 
declared that the Methuen treaty was done away by the 
French treaty, he had enforced an argument, of all others 
the moll unanTwerable, In favour of the amendment. Mr. 
W'ilhraham alked, if the Portugiiefc would not have a right 
to put an immediate flop to the importation of our woollen 
maniiiaClures with Portugal as foon as the French treaty re- 
ceived the i'an£lion of Parliament ? He lamented it, as a fa- 
tal blow to our commerce. He obferved that our manufac- 
turers felt joy and triumph, when they heard that their ma- 
nufacluit'S would liave a vent in France ; but furely that joy 
and triumph would be converted into lamentation hnd for- 
row, when they heard that the exportation of their goods to 
Portugal ^',1$ Hopped. He Hated the great advantages of 
tliat trade in vafious points of view, and particularly in re- 
fpeft to the navigation and the nurfery for our feamen that 
it afibrded, a great number of our velTels being employed 
in it, and above 5000 feamen. 4. He obferved, that, with re- 
fpe( 5 l to the treaty with Portugal, he had heard a rumour, 
and he had it from a very rel’pecSlable quarter, that Mr. 
Fawkener had left IHlbon with a final and complete refufal 
on the part of the Portuguei'e to enter into a new treaty ; that 
Mr. l';nvkener had received this anfwer a fortnight before he 
left Lifnon, and that MiniHry were in pofTeflion of it at 
leaft a month ago. Fie therefore thought it incumbent on 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to Hate the fituation of that 
treaty, if any was pending, fairly and candidly to the 
Houfe. As to tlie bill wliich he liad the honour to form re- 
lative to the affairs of India, and which was always the re- 
fource of the riglit Iionourahle gentleman when all others 
failed him ; he begged leave to contradi6l the affertion of the 
principle of it being debated a week previous to the call, of 
the Houfe. The fadl was, that the right honourable gen- 
tleman himfelf had chofen to debate the principle of the 
queftion, on the motion for the Speaker’s leaving the chair, 
which was undoubtedly competent for him to do; but that 
did not preclude the principle of the bill from being after- 
wards debated ; confequently the arguments on that fubjedl 

were 
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were futile and nugatory. He -willingly forbore to' diftiirb 
the felf'Congratulations of the right honourable gentleman 
on the feat which he had in that Houfe. It was a feat of 
which he did not wifli to difpoffefs him, on the hard condi- 
tion of fubmitting to the terms which had been favoured 
with ^ conceflion from the right honourable gentleman. 

Mr. Burke obferved, that the treaty with France was not Mr. nurke; 
to be regarded as a fimple commercial treaty; it was relative 
toother and higher confiderations ; it bore llrongly upon the 
political interells of the country, and muft necefllrrily afFeil 
them deep] Vo The right lionourable Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, with that narrownefs which led men of limited 
minds to look at great ghje6ls in a confined point of view, 
regarded tlie treaty, and w idled it to be regarded as a com- 
mercial confideratioii. Such men, when in power, con- 
verted large cities into fmall villages, while thofe of a more 
noble and more liberal way of thinking a(5Ied on a greater 
fcale, and changed fmall villages into great cities. The riglit 
honourable gentleman had talked of the treaty as the affair 
of two little counting houfes, and not of two grc;;it coun- 
tries. He feemed to confider it as a contention between the 
fign of the Meurde Lis and tlie fign of the Red Lion, which 
houfe diould obtain the bed cuftom. Such paltry confidera- 
tions were below his notice; but it was a*ferioiis\hing to 
hear that Portugal was not to be holden in view, in the dll- 
cuffion of tlie treaty. I hat was a novel, and an alarming cir- 
cumftance, and ought to be generally underftood by the Peo- 
ple, before their repreientati^es gave a decifive vote on the 
treaty. I'he right lionourable gentleman liad ridiculed the 
idea of conihiting thefr conftituents. He begged to alk, had 
the manufacturers, of whofe acquiefcence the right honoura- 
ble gentleman feemed fo fure, been told that the trade to Por- 
tugal was to be the price of the trade to France ? Where were 
they apprized of this? in what hall Avas the meeting held ? 

In regard to- a mere commercial view^ of the treaty with 
b'rance, perhaps his opinion was much the fau^e with that of 
the manufaClurers, as to the immediate efteCt of the treaty ; 
hut he fhould never think of confulting them as to the po- 
licy of the meafure, and its probable political effeCl on our 
ancient connexion. We W'ere about to truckle and to ioia 
ourfelves with that power, againft which nature defigned ns 
as a balance. Mr. Pitt animadverted upon his right ho- 
nourable friend, Mr. Fox. When animndverfion ivas ac- 
companied with wit, tlie fatire was foftened though fevere ; 
but when grofs, miferahle, and ffupid abiitt' made up the 
whole of what was urged l)y way of adunouirion, the effer*^ 

W'as loft, and the ftiaft recoiled on tlie perfou vviio threw it. 

K2 Th« 
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The right honourable gentleman had declared he had the 
misfortune to fit a (hort time where his right honourable 
friend then fat. He had fpoken feelingly no doubt ; the fi- 
tuation on that fide of the Houfe was irkfome to an afpi- 
ring young man, always ill at cafe except when in the pof- 
feffion of power and profit. It was wonderful that this right 
honourable gentleman, mounted on high, and enjoying the 
favour of Heaven, would condefcend to look down on fuch 
low creatures as they were. The two fides of the Houfe 
were in fight indeed of each other, but there was a dreadful 
gulf between. The right honourable gentleman had mount- 
ed the ftage on which he exhibited with his merry men about 
him, by means of a little ladder contrived for the purpofe 
by a ftate carpenter, and placed beliind, by which he could 
fecretly climb aloft. As to the miniflerial coalition and their 
individuals, they were the odds and ends, the feraps fiolen 
from a great merchant’s warehoufe, to furnifti out a pedler’s 
box. They had proved themfelves to be flaves, by turning 
fugitives, and running away. On the contrary, how con- 
fiftent Y^as the conduft of a noble Lord (North) his re- 
fpecSable adherents how firm. 

Mr. WiU Mr. fVilberforce obferved, that the latter part of the right 

bcjrforcc. honourable gentleman’s (Mr. Burke) fpeech abounded fo 
much in^perfonalties, and was fo totally diftant from the real 
queftion in debate, that he wiflied to forget it altogether. 
He had feen and heard him in his better clays. His elo- 
quence had then arrefted his attention, and his powers of 
imagination had charmed hinf. He was now forry to find 
his faculties fo far diverted from the profecution of thofe 
great objefts, which they were naturally intended to em- 
brace, and his mind fo fatally tinged as to treat real wit as if 
it were ftupidity. If thefe expreflions were too harfii, or if 
he himfelf, upon cool refleftion, did not find them to be per- 
fe6Hy juft, he fliould be apt to confider this circumftance 
rather as an additional proof of his melancholy fituation, 
than as any argument of his polTeffing that ftrength of judge- 
ment, conneSed with that vivacity of imagination, which 
had fo eminently charafterized him in the former periods of 
his life. He himfelf was no ftranger to oppofition. — He 
had feen oppofition every where, and to every thing. At 
th^ commencement of the feffion, the torch of oppofition 
had been lighted, and ever fince had continued to blaze. But 
was oppofition in the prefent inftance founded in argument ? 
The commercial treaty with France had been in circulation 
nearly four months. The whole nation during that period 
had been in poffeffion of it. Time had been given to all 
the commercial towns and circles to difeufs it. They had 
taken it into confideration, and had decided almoft unani- 

moully 
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moufly in its favour. After fo .long a fpace for delibera- 
tion and judgenjent, what was now demanded ? The mo- 
tion before the Houfe contained an anfwer to that queftion ; 
it required an additional week. The fa6t was, that this 
motion went to no proper objedl. If by it, oppofitioii 
wanted to gain time for information, they alked too fliort 
a period for that; purpofe. If it was their intention to pro- 
tra6l matters to that improper length, which had been ftated, 
they fu rely aiked too much. In no view, therefore, of the 
motion,' either in itfelf, or in its fubfequent tendencies, was 
it a proper ground of argument or of oppofitioii. Allufion 
had been made to the Irifli propofitions ; their late had been 
mentioned with fome degree of triumph. But gentlemen 
ought not to forget that *this very circumftance had aroufed 
tlie attention of the country to every fubfequent commercial 
regulation which was like to come into parliamentary dlf- 
cuflion, and, arnongfl: others, to the treaty concluded with 
1 ’ranee. The nation had awakened from its former torpid 
ftate on thefe points, and having taken the French treaty in- 
to confideration, had given their hearty aflent. He fpokc 
with derifion at what had been thrown out as articles*of ma- 
terial communication, relative to the fufpenfion or abolition 
of the Methuen treaty in certain events, and confidered 
them as rather diiplaying the pomp, than containing the rea- 
lity of information. A diftindlion had been eftablifhed be- 
tween the commercial and political advantages which were 
likely to accrue from the treaty. It ought not, however, 
to be viewed in thefe feparate lights. If it was poflelled of 
real commercial advantages, thcl'e advantages would foon 
become political, and it would as foon become the wifdom as 
well as the intereft of both the contradling parties to contri-*; 
bute to its fupport. On a review of all the arguments 
which had been ilated, and a flridl examination of the mo- 
tion itfelfi he could really fee no fliadow of argument to in- 
duce the Houfe to poftpone the difeuflion of the bufinefs ; 
and he was the more convinced of the propriety of his de- 
cifion on this point, from a confideration that itould always 
have the greateft weight with him — that his conftituents 
had, after mature deliberation, given the treaty their moil: 
fincere approbation. They were people conveiiant in mat- 
ters of commerce ; they knew the fyftem of trade better tlruii 
he did ; and this was* one inflance out of many others, in 
which it became a member of Parliament to truft more to tlie 
judgement of his conjftituents, than prefumptuoufly to rely 
upon his own opinion. 

Mr. anfwered, that the compliments which were Mr. Burke, 

fo undefervedly bellowed on him he would forbear to return, 
ds their fcope and meaning were fo ftrongly interwoven with 

cenfure, 
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cenfure and clifapprobation. However, as he wifhed to 
ftancl well with* the honourable gentleman and the Houfe, he 
would only appeal to their recollefl ion, whether, in the nu- 
merous debates which he partook of in Parliament, he was 
ever known to have proceeded to any degree of perfonality ? 
'Phe other fide of the houfe might laugh if they thought 
proper; but he was too much accuftomed to that fpecies of 
infult, not to be able to bear it now with fome degree of 
patience; and, indeed, he addrefied himfelf to the member 
who preceded him in the deba e, and not to the chorus which 
furrounded him. 

Mr. Chan-» Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that having fo many oc- 

cclJorFitt. cafions to obtrude himfelf on the attention, and claim the 
indulgence of the Houfe, he fliould not, in the prefent ilagc 
of the debate, detain them for a moment, if he had not been 
i;])on exprefsiy to anfwer a (jiieftion which w^as prefled 
upon him, relative to our negociatlons with Portugal. As 
:o the rthufive torrent of ijivective wliicli liad been fo illibe- 
rally tlu own out, he would not condefeend to anfwer it, 
nor would he even now have deigned to advert to it, if he 
had not beard the flimfy juJlilication on which the riglit ho- 
irour.V;)ie gentleman that moment exciifed himfelf. Tlic 
manner in which it was deliveivxl, there were few" wlio 
wi filed to ; and the matter was the more unjuflifia'- 

aS Vvliatever jicrfonahty appeared licfoie in the debate, 
ilid not by any take its riib from liim. In abufe and 

pe^-fon dity to contend witli Ibch an opj^onent, was very far 
ir.^'VOivl Ills powers, and uiucti more beyond his 'Wiihes : 
rliere were lome occahons, indeed, wlien he foinui himfelf 
warm in debate; and for tiie molt natural of all reafons — 
having fo many topics of difeuflion in which he was malc- 
iif-'y IntrT'.-ried., and pecnilariy agitated; but fuch intem- 
I -aMt* a gro.:, ahnfive, and outrageous language as was tliis 
d.iy made uie of, fnrpafled, beyond com pari fon, the mofr 
vtident airi inicibnjs expreflion whicli ever efcaped the lips 
even of that right honourable gentlemen, and confequently 
of any other perton who ever fpoke within thofe walls. For 
h;s own ]?art he avoided, even in the mofl: hafly moments, 
the introdudlion of p^nfonality, not fo much from an ap- 
j)reheniion ot the confetjuer.ces which might flow from it, 
alTtl ttie no lefs fo, when the vengeance was to he taken by 
the perfon to whom he alluded. Wlicnever he met a man 
w]iofecondu 6 f had produced an unfortunate change of cha- 
rader, and whofe ilFtemper and fpleen were proportioned to 
the difappointments experienced, and the odium which fur- 
rounded him, however fuch a man ^lav be ihcUned by abufe 
and malevolence to reduce other charaifers on a level with 
the wretchednefs of his own~though fuch a htuation muy 
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lay claim to his compaffion, that Xentiment muft naturally 
be blended with a portion of difguft. 

A call of Order! Order! prevailed, and Mr, Fox de- 
manded an anfwei to his quellion, when 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt aflured the Houfe, that fofar from a ciian 
final and peremptory refufal having been given to our ncgo- 
ciator at the Court of Portugal, a commiirion was now ac- 
tually made out, giving the Britifti Ambaflador powers and 
inftrudlions to that purpofe. 

Mr. Fox obfervecj, that nothing could be more ridiculous Mr. I’os:. 
than the indifference which, was now exprciled to the i-e- 
prefentations of his right honourable friend (Mr. Burke); 
which, though delivered in a flow and fblemrt tone of voice, 
was Couched in fuch phraTes, as may juftly come under the 
name of infolence ; and from the great lhare it had in a 
fpeech, confifting only of two points, Teemed fully to con- 
tradidf the avowed purj)ore for w'hich the right honourable 
gentleman rofe. He then faid, that aniwer given not being 
fufficiently fatisfaftory, he would aflv, ‘‘ Whether it was not 
declared by the Court of Portugal, that they would not 
engage in any treaty with Great Britain, unlefs the duty on 
‘‘ their wines was lowered, in proportion to the redud^lon 
which this treaty would make on the import duty of wines 
from France ?■’ 

To this no anfwer being given, 

Mr. Burke expreffed a very high fenfe of obligation for Mr. 
the liberality which he experienced from the Minifler. The 
contempt, indeed, which he made him a prefen t of, did not 
claim fo great a fliare of gratitude, as it was an article in 
which the right honourable gentleman fo copioufly abound- 
ed; but as the ftock of his compaffjon was undoubtedly but 
fmall, .any donation whatever from a fund fo trifling, and of 
which there was fo little to fpare, as it had the greater me- 
rit, fliouid be the more thankfully received. 

The (jtieflion being put on the original motion, adivifion 
took place, in vvliich the numbers were, 

For the morion, 213 — Agair\fl it, 89. 

Lord George CaveiiJiilfs amendment was then put, and 
reje^led. 

After the divifion, Sir Francis BalTet moved, that this 
Hoiife be called over on to-morrow fortnight.’’ 

Mr. Chaacellor Pitt faid, that from the beginning he con- Mr. Chan* 
ceived the motion for a call, as intended to anfwer no other 
purpofe, but that of delay. This objedt, however, being 
now defeated, he was at a lofs to conceive what good end 
would bo produced by the prefent motion, and was hinafelf 
indifferent either way, but would leave it to the honourable 

member 
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member to convince the Houfe cither of its expediency, or 
necefSty. 

SWTr nA% Sir Francis Bajpt thought ^ as the objeftion of delay was 
removed, it became them toufe every probable means of fe- 
curing a full attendance. 

Tlie queftion being put, Sir P'rancis’s motion was loft 
without a divifion. 

The Houfe afterwards fat on the examination of Sir Elijah 
Impey. 

, And afterwards adjourned* 

TVednefdayy *]th February. 

rtf. Vcn p. Mr. Dcmpjier obferved, tiiat nocwithftanding that the pre** 
fent day had been appointed for inveftigating the nature and 
deciding the merits of the petitions from India, yet as there 
was other bufmefs of great concern, and meriting the moft 
fcrious attention, to come before the Houfe, he would move 
for poftponing the conlideration of thefe petitions, until the 
enfuing week. He was then fully determined to take the 
opinion of the Houfe relative to a fubjedl of fuch impor- 
tance. A motion, therefore, being made, for the difmiffion 
of this affair, until a future day, it paffed accordingly. 

The motion having been made for the third reading of the 
lottery regulation bill, 

Mr, lox, Mr. Fox remarked, that he felt lumfelf obliged to with- 
hold his approbation from the delign to legalize the infurance 
on whole lottery tickets, which, he underftood, had given 
great alarm witliout doors, and was likely^o open a road to 
infinite abufe i^by inciting and keeping alive that fpirit of 
gambling among the lower orders of people, which it \vas 
their duty as much as poffible to check, and^ if poflible, to 
prevent. He declared, that he did not wifli to debate the 
bill over again, or to take up much of the time of the Houfe, 
but the more he confidered the. matter, the more he was 
convinced of the nccefiity of actually prohibiting all forts of 
infurance upon tickets. He mull, befides, ol)ferve, that 
puffing fuch a bill as the prefent, juft on the eve of the 
drawing of a lottery, had a very unfeemly appearance, and 
gave rife to a good deal of fufpicion. It ought, if fuch a 
were neceflary, to have been brought in during the courfe 
of the preceding feffion, w^hen it could not have been liable 
to the furmifes which naturally arofe upon the fingular pe- 
riod of time in which the prefent bill had been brought for* 
ward. At prefent there was every reafon to imagine that in- 
furing would increafe with a fhameful rapidity if the bill 
paffed. He learned, from the obfervations ot his confti- 
tuents, that the price of tickets had already been confidera* 

bly 



An 1787* DEBATES, ^ 

bly affcdled by what had hitherto pafled upon the fubjedt; 
new lottery offices were taking, and there was every fy nip- 
torn and appearance, that the praflice of infurance would 
grow inordinately. Under the apprehenlion of thefe ap- 
proaching circumftances, he was refolved to take the fenfe of 
the Houle, and oppofc the whole bill, unlels that part were 
given up, which legalized infurances. 

Mr, Chancellor Fitt anl'wered, that it was the profefled Mr Oian- 
obje61 of the bill to put an end to that pracSlice of infurance 
of all forts, which, in defiance of various adls of parliament, 
was carried on with the moll undeniable notoriety. Such 
kinds of infurance were produdlive of the moit mifchievous 
efl’eci to the community,^ without affording any one advan- 
tage to the Public ; that, on the contrary, the allowing the 
infurance on a whole ticket, would produce the folid advan- 
tage of making the Public gainers by the lottery, to the 
amount of many thoufand pounds, without producing any 
of the mifchievous eftedls, which would follow, were gene- 
ral and unreflrained inlurances permitted. Witlt regard to 
the argument, that the bill ought to have been brought in 
during the courfe of lull feflion, the fa 61 was, that a bill, 
profeffin^ for its ol)je6V the fuppreffion of^he pra6tice of lot- 
tery-ticket infurance, had been then brought in, had pafled 
that Houle, and w^as reje6led in the Houle §)f Lords; and, 
tlierefore, according to a parliamentary form, another bill, 
ef a fimilar nature, could not be introduced in the prcfeiit 
feflion. 

Mr. Fox contended, that were the bill to pafs, the Public Mr. Fojcv 
would derive no‘ pecuniary advantage whatlbever from the 
prefen t lottery, becaufe they had long fince made their bar- 
gain, and received all which they could gain. Hereafter, 
when another lottery fhould arife, they m'ght gain fome 
thoufands more by the original price of tickets, but at pre- 
fent they could not gain more. 

Mr. Chancellor Fitt repeated his determination to i>erfift Mr. Ch*n- 
in oppofjng the motion intended to be made, as he coafidered 
the whole of the bill to be pregnant with advantage to the 
Public. 

Mr. Alderman T'0W7ifend begged leave to bring back to Mr. Aid. 
the recolledtion of the Houfe, that the bill introduced, du- Townkai. 
ring the courfe of the preceding feffion, for the laudabldT^tfr- 
pole of fupprefling the infurance on lottery numbers had 
been fhewn to Government, and was, in fa6t, their bill, 
though introduced and condudled through that Houfe. by 
honourable gentleman and himfelf. It was a fevere, but a 
found remedy for the eVil; and the honourable gentleman, 
who introduced it, was ready with him to face all the re- 
proaches which ooUlU bf raifed upon, the bill, and all the 
Vo^:. XXL* h ^ .odium 
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odium which clamour could throw upon it. The hill had 
pafled the Houle with little debate or oppolition, but it was 
reje6ted by the. Lords without a word of argument in debate 
ag.unll it. It was a flrange government, bethought, which 
had not the power of making one branch of tlie IvCgillature 
fupport the other; but the fa£l: w^as, that a great lawyer 
Iiappened to be ill at the time the bill was fent to the other 
IIoLife, and it was there thrown out, after a fingle flaming 
fpeech had been delivered againfl: it. In his mind, (iovern- 
mciU would have adled wiiely, had they brought in that hill 
again, inllead of the prefent bill, and let it have undergone 
a fair difcuffion, and been rejc£led, if it was to he reje^fed, 
after it liad been objeftedby ration*! argument. The prefent 
bill would not anfwer the end propofed ; it would open a 
door to daily ahufe, and the confeqiience would be, that in - 
faring in tlie lottery would prevail to a greater degree than 
ever. He (hould vote tor omitting tlie claufe, to which the 
riglit honourable gentleman fo properly objected, becaufc tlie 
idea of inluring whole tickets loading to no mifcliief was 
ahfureV; any fix or feven could purchafe a ticket, and inuire 
it over and over, had been iluted the other day ; or a per- 
foii, willing to gamble, by iniiiring, could borrow a ticket 
of any lottery oflice keeper, llicvv it to the infuring ofFicc- 
kcepef, and tAll liim it was liis property, and' then infure it 
without th(' poilihility of any perlon being able to come at 
the fadls, or recover tlic penalty. Nor was it poffiblc ihiit 
the gain of any given number of tlioufand pounds to the 
Public could prove an objecc, compared with the Jellruc- 
lion of tile morality of the people. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. /'t.v propoftd to defer reading the hill a tliird time, 
till the day following, but being rejected, the Houle divi- 
ded, Ayes (tor letting the claufc Hand part of the bill) 1 aO. 
—Noes, 97. • 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee of ilie 
wliole lloLiie, Mr. St. John in the Chair, on the r<>i<rth 

’ (.barge Mr, Ihifiings^ vi%, the Rcji.rnpiiQn of the 

hues and the Cenfifeation of the freafures (f the Fihucfjis of 
Oiuky ' 

?vff Ucnip- -I.; k>Tr. Dempjler begged leave, as a preliminary to tliis im- 
portant debate, to acquaint the Houfe, that Sir Elijah Impey, 
Jia\ iiig fully and coolly revolved in his mind the nature, fcope, 
and pcrfpicuity of his former evidence, and afliiled his frcfli re- 
fearches I.y the moil: accurate examination of his papers, dif- 
covered, that' the anfwers which he gave to fome of the 
queflion? jalt to him, during the courfe of a preceding eve- 
Uiug, were lefs explicit and decifi\e than lie defircd to make 

theih; 
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them; and, of courfe, not totally including all which ought 
to have been fubmitted to a parliamentary confideratioii ; he 
tlierefore, earneltly wiflied to embrace an opportunity of 
jetting his evidence to rights ; and, for that purpofe, as well 
astofave the time of the Committee, he had wntten the 
explanation, which he was defirous of giving upon that pa- 
per, that it might be read to the Committee. Mr. Deinp- ' 
ller then read the paper, the general tendency of which was 
to authenticate the depofitions taken by Sir Elijah at Luck- 
now, by declaring that the tranllator had been fvvorn, and 
had depoied that tlte tianllation was authentic and correct:. 

Mr. Francis laid, that the explanation did not ftrike him Mr. IVan^ 
as being, in all rel'pecils, fatisfa6lory ; nor, indeed, could he 
(lilcov'M' how it was po/lihle to put tlie Houfe into properly 
formal poffenion of the paper which had been juft read, un- 
iefs Sir Edijah Iinpey were called to the bar for the purpofe of 
u i \ (1 c rg o i n g another v x a n 1 i n a t i o n . 

Mr. Cl'iancelior Pitt obl’erved, that the idea of the honour- Mr. Chan- 
able gentleman coincided with his own ; and contended that ccilorl'i:c.' 
a I'h'a Z'OiX Itatemcnt vvas indifpeniably reqiiiiite. The de> 
livery of this would, finely, conlumc but little time; and, - 
therefore, wliy miglit not the evidence be called imme- 
diately ? \ S!}- Elijah zvas hiquircJ for^ bat could not be foandf^ 

Mr. Fbcrldah now rofe; and, during tlj^ fpace of five Mr. Shnii 
liours and forty minutes, commanded the univerfal attention 
and admiration of the Houle, by an oration of almoft un- 
♦ •xairi[)led excellence, uniting the moft convincing clofenefs 
and accuracy of argument, with the moft luminous precifion 
and p'.*rl'j)icuity of language ; and alternately giving force 
and encigy to trutli by folid and fubftantial reafoning; and 
cnliglilning the moll extenfive and involved fuhjecls with the 
]>urell dearnefs ot logic, and the brighteft fplendour of 
rlutoric. Every prejudice, every prepoflefiion were gra- 
dually overcome by the force of this extraordinary comhina- 
tioii of keen, hut liberal dilcrimination; of brilliant yet 
argumentative wit. It vrill be a permanent record of jMr. 
Sheridan^' unrivalled abilities, that, on this trying occalion, 
which, of all others, had divided not only the Houfe of 
C’omiuons, but the nation at large into ' a variety of parties, 
this memora!)Ie fpcech produced almoft univerfal union ; 
with tlie iiiglit exception of thole only, who, from pe^fiinal 
gratitude, and the venial influence of even ohfolete attach- 
ment, j)ei levered in filently fupporting what they felt im- 
poirihle to defend by argument. It is utterly impoftible to 
attempt more than an outline of this unprecedented exer- 
tion of talents and judgement — We have endeavoured to pre- 
pare a faithful miniature of an unequalled original.^Mr. She- 
ridan commenced his fpeech by obferving, that had it 

1/2 been 
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been poffible to have received, without a violation of the 
eftablifhed rules of Parliament, the paper which the ho- 
nourable member (Mr. Dempfter) had juft now read, 
he fhould willingly have receded fi*om any forms of the 
Houle, for the purpofe of obtaining new lights ,and far- 
ther illuftrntion on the important fubjeft then before 
them; not, indeed, that, on the prefent occafion, he found 
himielf fo ill prepared, as merely, for this reafon, to be pre- 
vented from proceeding to the difeharge of his duty; nei- 
ther, to fpeak freely, was he inclined to confider any ex})la- 
natory additions to the evidence of Sir Elijah Impey fo much 
framed to elucidate, as to perplex and contradict. Needlefs 
to his prefent purpofe was it for him to require Sir Elijah, 
legally^ to recognize what had been read, in his name, by the 
honourable gentleman. In fad, neither the informality of 
any fubfifting evidence, nor the addiicemcnt of any new ex- 
planations from Sir Elijah Impey, could make the flighteft 
imprelTion upon the vaft and ftrong body of proof which he 
fhould now bring forward againft Warren Haftings. Yer, 
if any fnotive could have fo tar operated upon him, as to 
make him induftrioufly feek for , renewed opportunities of 
queftioning Sir Elijah, it would refult from his frelli and in- 
dignant recollection of the low ami artful ftratagem of de- 
livering to the members, and otliers, in this laft period of par- 
liamentary inquiry, printed hand-bills of defence, the contents 
of which befpoke a prefuinptuous and empty heart of com- 
pletely refuting all which, at any time, had^ or even could 
be advanced againft Mr. HalVmgs, on the fubjeCl of the 
fourth article in the general charge of a right honourable 
member (Mr. Burke). But even this was far beneath his 
notice. The rectitude and the ftrengtii of his caufe were 
not to be prejudiced by fuch pitiful expedients ; nor fliould he 
wafte a moment in counteracting meafures, which, though in- 
fidious, were proportionately frivolous and unavailing. Nor 
would he take up the time of the Committee wdth any 
general arguments to prove, that the fubjeCt of the charge, 
w^hich it fell to his lot to bring forward, was of great 
moment and magnitude. The attention which Parlia- 
ment had paid to the affairs of India, for many feflions part, 
thr? -voluminous productions of their Committees on that 
fubjeCI, the various proceedings in that Houfe refpeCIing 
it, their own ftrong and pointed refolutions, the repented 
recommendation of His Majefty, and their reiterated af- 
furances of paying due regard to thofe recommendations, 
as w^ell as various aCls of the Legiflature, were all of them 
tmdeniable proofs of the moment and magnitude of the con- 
fideration, and incontrovertibly eftabliflied this plain, broad 
faCt, that Parliament direClly acknowledged- that the Bri- 
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tifli name charad^er had bcen.dirtionoured and rendered 
dctefted^hroughout India, by the malverfation and crimes of 
the principal fervant of the Eaft-India Company. That fadt 
having been eftabliflied lieyond all queftion by iliemfelves, and 
by their own acts, there needed no argument, on his part, to 
induce the Committee to fee the importance of the fubjedt 
about to be difcufled upon that day, in a more ftriking point 
of view than they themfelves had held it up to public obfer- 
vation. There were^ he knew, perfons without doors who 
afFefted to ridicule the idea of profecuting Mr. Haftings^ 
and who not incoiififtently redoubled their exertions, in 
proportion as the profecution became moi^ ferious, to in- 
creafe their farcafms upon the fubjedl, by allerting that 
Parliament might l>e more ufefully employed; that there 
were matters of more immediate moment to engage their 
attention; that a commercial treaty with France had juft 
!)een concluded, and that it was an objedl of a vaft and 
comprehcnfive nature, and of itfelf fufficient to engrofs 
tlieii attention. To all this he would oppofe thefe quef- 
tions. Was Parliament mifpending its time, by inquir- 
ing into the oppreflions pradlifed on millions of* unfor- 
tunate perfons in India, and endeavouring to bring the daring 
delinquent, who had been guilty of the moft flagrant adls 
of enormous tyranny and rapacious pcculatiop, to exemplary 
and condign punifliment ? Was it a miilife of their func - 
tions to be diligent in attempting, by the moft efFeftual 
mean«, to wipe off the difgrace affixed to the Britifh name 
in India, and to refeue the national character from lafting 
infamy ? Surely no man who felt for either the one or the 
other would think a bufmefs of greater moment or magni-* 
tude could occupy his attention, or that the Houfa could 
with too much fteadinefs, too ardent a zeal, or too induf- 
trious a perfeverance, purfue its objeit. Their condud in 
this rofpeft, during the courfe of the preceding year, had 
done them immortal honour, and proved to ail the world, 
that however degenerate an example .of Engliflimen feme' 
of the Britifli fubje£ls had exhibited in India, the people of 
England colledtively, fpeaking and adling by their reprefen- 
tatives, felt, as men Jhould feel on fuch an occafioii, that 
they were anxious tp do jufticc, by redrefling injuries, and 
puniftiing offenders^ however high their rank, howevar-^lc- 
vated their llation. 

Their indefatigable exertions in Committees appointed to 
inquire concerning the affairs of India, their numerous, 
elaborate and clear Reports, their long and interefting de- 
bates, their folemn addrelles to the throne, their rigorous 
legiflative afts,* their marked deteftation of that novel and 
tale fopliifm in the principles of judicial inquiry, (con- 

' ftaniiy 
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ftantiy the language of the Governov~(3o'iev^V s firvile depen- 
'dents!) that crimes miglit be coni pounded, that the guilt of 
Mr, liaftings vyas to be balanced i)y his fucceiles, tliat fortu- 
nate events were a full and complete fet-off againft a fyflem. 
of oppredion, corruption, breach of faitli, peculation, and 
treachery; and finally, their folemn and awefdl judgement 
that, in the cafe of Benares, Mr, Hailings’ conduft was a jiro- 
per objeef^ of parliamentary impeachment, had covered them 
with aj-splaufc, and brought them forwiird in the face of all 
the world, as the objefls of perpetualpBrniralion. Not lefs 
unqueilionably juft than highly virtuous was the aflertiou 
of the Commons of Great Britain, that there were a£ls 
which no political neceffity could W'arrnnt, and that ainidft 
flagrancies of fuch an inexpiable (Sefeription, was the treat- 
ment of ( hit Sing. 'Bo ufe the well'tounded and empliatic 
language of a right honourable gentleman (Mr. l^itt) t!ie 
Committee had difeovered in the adminifiration of Mr. Maf- 
tings, proceedings of firong injuflice, of grinding opprefiion 
and unprovoked I'evcrity. In this decifion the Committee 
had, alfo, vindicated the charafler of his riglit lionourablc 
friend, *.(Mr. Burke) from the llanderous tongue ol ignorance 
and perverlion. They had, by their vote o-n that quefiion, 
declared, that the man who brotiglit the charges was no falfc 
accufer; tiuit he was not moved by envy, l)y malice, nor by 
any unwortliy motives to blacken a.fpotlel's name; but 
that he was the indefatiga!)le, perfevering, and, at length, 
fuccefsful champion of opprefied multitudes, againfl th(.ii 
tyrannical oppreffor. Witlt found juftice, witli inanlv firm- 
iiefs, with unlliaken integrity, had liis right honourable friend 
upon all occafions refifted the timid }>olicy of mere remedial 
a£ls — even tiie high opinion of Mr. Hailings’ fucceflor, even 
the admitted worth of l.ord Cornwallis’ charatfler, liad 
been deemed by liis rigb.t honourable ftiend, an inadequate 
atonement to India for the injuries fo !;eavily infliiSled on 
that devoted country. Animated with tlie fame zeal, the 
Commirree had, by that memorable vote, gB’cn a folemn 
pledge of their farther intentions. They luul audibly faid to 
India — you iliall no longer be i'educcd into temporary ac - 
-cjuiefcence, by lending out a title<l Ciovernor, or a fet <'f va- 
pouring refolutions — it is not with liars, and ribbands, and 
Badges of regal favour, that we atone to you for jLaft 
delinquencies. No — you fball have the folid confolation 
,of leeing an end to your grievances, l>y an example of jni- 
nifliment for thofe that have already taken place. — Houle 
has fet up a l)eacon, which, while it ferved to guide their own 
way, would alfo make their motions more confpicuous to the 
\rorl(l wTich furrounded and beheld them. He had no doubt 
but in their manly determination, to go through the whole of 

. the 
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tlie bufinefs with the fame (leadinefs which gave fuch fterling 
brilliancy of charailex to tlieir outfet, they might challenge 
the world, to obferve and. judge of tliem by the refult. im- 
poflible was it for fuch men to become improperly influenced 
by a paper, bearing the flgnature of Warren Haliings, and 
put, not many minutes before into thci?- hands, as well as 
his own, on tl^eir entrance into the Houfe. U'his inhdious 
paper he felt himfelf at liberty to conlider as a fecond de- 
ftmce, and a iecond||^nfwcr to the charge he Vx^as a^/'ont to 
bring forward; a corrrge replete witli proof oi criminality 
of the blackeil die, of tyranny the moll: vile arul preinedi- 
tated, of corrujUion tlie moil: open and fliamelefs, of op- 
])refrion tlie mofl fevere %and grinding, of cruelty the moll: 
hard and unparallel led. Rut he was far from meaning to red 
the charge on alfertion, or on any warm exprellions which 
tine impuUe of wounded feelings might produce. He would 
i Hablilh every part ot tlic charge, by the moll unanrvvera!)ie 
proof, and the moll: uiKjucilion.able evidence; and the wit- 
nefs whom he would bring forth to fupport every fail 
which he woultl Hate, Ihoiild be, for tlie mofl part, one 

whom no man would venture to con t rad i cl Warreu 

Ha Aings hirnl'clf : yet, //vh- charadler had friends, nor were 
they blanical)]e. 'i’hey might beliOve him gniltlefs bccaufe 
lie aflbitcd his integrity. Even the partial warmth of 
1i ic ndlhi]), and the emotions of a good, admiring, and un- 
iufpe^Hing heart, might not only carry thein to fuch lengths, 
hut incite them 10 rife with an intrepid confidence in his 
vimlication. Again, (Mr. Sheridan added,) would he re- 
]u^at tliat the vote of the iaft fellion, wdierein the con- 
of tliis pillar of India, this corner Hone of our Hrength 
in the l:’.aH, this talifman of the Rritilh territories in Alla, 
was cenfuj'ed, did the greateH honour to this Houfe, ai it 
muH be the forerunner of lj)eedy juHice on //wf charader^ 
vvhlcli was laid to he above cenfure, and who ft con duel wO 


were giwMi to underlland was not within the rcadi even of 
lul[)icion ; but whofe deeds were indeed fuch as no difficul- 
ties, no necelfity could juHify ; for where is the fituation, 
liowever elated, and in that elevation however embarraired, 
that can autliorize tlie wilful commiffion of oppreflion and 
rapacity. If, at any period a point arofc, on whicli in- 
quiry had hedi full, deliberate, and clifpafiioilate, it wiTT'the 
prefent. Tliere were queftions on which party convic- 
tion was fuppofed to be a matter of eafy acquifition, and if 
tliis inquiry werts to be conlldered merely as a matter of 
party, he flxiuld regard it as very trifling indeed ; but lie 
profelled to C^od, that he felt in his own bofom the Hrcngell 
perfonal convi6lion, and he was fenlihle th.it many other 



It was ‘on that convidioii that he 

, belicryed 



PARLIAMENTARY A. 1787. 

believed theconduf^of Mr^Haftings, in regard to the Nabob 
of Oude and the Begums, comprehended every fpecies of 
human oiFence. —He had proved himfelf guilty of rapacity 
at once, violent and infatiable — of treachery, cool and pre- 
meditated — of oppreflion, ufelel's and unprovoked — of breach 
of faith, unwarrantable and bafe — of cruelty, unmanly and 
unmerciful — Thefe were the crimes of which, in his foul and 
confcience, he arraigned Warren Haftings, and of which he 
had the confidence to lay he convidl him* As 

there were gentlemen ready to ftan^rap his advocates, he 
challenged them to watch him — to watch if he advanced 
one inch of aflertion for which he had not folid ground ; for 
he trufted nothing to declamation*— He defired credit for no 
fadf which he did not prove, and which he did not indeed 
4 lemonftrate beyond the pofGbility of refutation. He fliould 
. not defert the clear and invincible ground of truth, through- 
out any one particle of his allegations Mr. Haftings, 

vrho uniformly aimed to govern India by his own arbitrary 
power, covering with mifery upon mifery a wretched people, 
whom providence had fubjected to the dominion of this 
country : while in the defence of Mr. Haftings, not one fingle 
circiimftance grounded upon truth was ftated. — He would 
repeat the words, and gentlemen might take them down. 
The attempt nt vindication was falfe throughout. — Mr. 
Sheridan now purfuing the examination of Mr. Haftings’ de- 
fence, obferved that there could not exift a fingle plea for 
maintaining that that defence againft the particular charge 
now before the Committee was hafty : Mr, Haftings had 
had fufficient time to make it up ; and the Committee faw 
that he had thought fit to go back as far as the year 1775, for 
/ pretended ground of juftification from the charge of 
violence and rapacity. — Mr. Sheridan here read a variety 
of extra6ts from the defence, which ftated the various 
fteps taken by Mr. Briftow in the years 1775 and 1776, 
to procure from the Begums aid to the Nabob. Not 
one of thefe fa6ls, as ftated by Mr. Haftings, were true. 
Groundlefs, nugatory, and inful ting were the affirmations 
of Mr. Haftings, that the feizure of treafures from the 
Begums, and the expofition of their pilfered goods to public 
aiidlion (iinparallelled afls of open injuftice, oppreffion, and 
inRtfmanity !) were in any degree to be defended by thofe 
encroachments on their property, which had taken place 
^previous to his adminiftration, or by thofe fales which they 
themfclves had folicited as a favourable mode of fupplying 
a part of their aid to the Nabob. — The relation of a feries 
of plain, indifputable fails would irrecoverably overthrow a 
fubterfuge fo pitiful, a diftinilion fo ridiculous ! It muft be 
pmembered, that, at that period, the Begums did not merely 
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dcfire^ but they moji exprejp^yjiipulatcd^ that of the thirty laclc« 
promifed, eleven fhould be paiddn fundry articles of manu- 
facture. Was it not obvious, therefore, that the fale of goods, 
in the firft cafe, far from partaking of the nature of an aft 
of plunder, became an extenfion of relief, of indulgence, 
and of accomodation? But however, he would hot be con- , 
tent, like Mr. Haftings, with barely making alTertions, or, 
when made againft his ftatement, with barely denying them ; 
on the contrary, whenever he objefted to a fingle ftatement, 
he would bring hi| fefutation, and almoft in every inftance 
Mr. Haftings himfeff fliould be his witi>efs. By the palTages 
which he fliould beg leave to read, Mr. Haftings wiihed to 
infmuate, that a claim was fet up, in the year 1775, to the 
treafure of the Begums,, as belonging of right to the Nabob. 
Mr. Sheridan, from a variety of documents, chiefly from 
the minutes of the fupreme council, of which Mr. Haftings 
had been the Prefident, explained the true ftate of that quef- 
tion, Treafure, which was the fourceof all the cruelties, was 
the original pretence which Mr. Haftings had made to the. 
Company for the proceeding, and through the whole of his 
conduft he had alledged the principles of Mahomedanifm in 
mitigation of the fcverities he had lanftioned ; as if fie meant 
to infmuate that there was fomething in Mahomedanifm 
which rendered it impious in a fon not to plunder his mo- 
ther. But to ftiew how the cafe precifely flood, when Mr. 
Haftings began the attacks, Mr. Sheridan read the mi- 
nutes of General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr. 
Francis, who feverally fpoke of a claim which had been 
made by the Nabob on the Bhow Begum, in the year 1775, 
amounting to two one-half lacks : the opinion contained in 
thofe minutes w^as, that women were, on the death of their 
huihands, entitled by the Mahomedan law only to the jiro- 
perty within the Zenana where they lived. 'Hiis opinion 
was decifive — Mr. Briftow ufed no threats — no military 
execution or rigour were even menaced ; the Begums complied 
with therequifition then made, and the difputed property then 
claimed was given up ; After this, the farther treafure, name- 
ly that which was within the Zenana, was confefiedly lier 
own — No frefli right was fet up — no pretence was made of 
any kind to the refidue — Nay, a treaty was figned by the 
Nabob, and ratified by the refident, Mr. Briftow, that, on 
her paying thirty lacks, Ihe fliould be freed from all fartlier 
application, and the Company were bound by Mr. Briftow 
to guaranty this treaty. Here then was the iffue. After 
this treaty thus ratified, could there be an argument as to 
the right of the treafure of the Begums ? And if tlie Maho- 
medan law had ever given a right, was not that right tlveii 
concluded ? To prove, however, the reliance which tlie Prin- 
VoL. XXL M cefTc'- 
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ceflesof Oude had entertained even in the year i775> of receiv- 
ing proteflion and fupportfrom the Britilli government; anex- 
peflation fo fatally difappointed in latter times, Mr. Sheridan 
read an extra6l of a letter from thie Begum, the mother of the 
Nabob, to Mr. Haftrngs, received at Calcutta, December 22, 
1775, wherein Ihe fays, If it \s your plea fttre that the mo- 
ther of the late Nabob, myfelf, and his other women, and 
infant children, ftiould be reduced to a Bate of dllhonour 
and diftrefs, we mufi fnhmlt* but if, on the contrary, you 
call to mind the fi iendfliip of the late blefled Nabob, you 
will exert yourfelf elFedlually in favour of us, who are 
helplefs*” And again, if you do not approve of my 
remaining at Fyzabad, fend a perfon here in your name, 
to remove the mother of the late Nabob, myfelf, and about 
2000 other women and children, that w-e may refide with 
honour and reputation in fome other place.” — Mr. She- 
ridan in a regular progreflion of evidence, proceeded to Bate 
the fucceffive periods, and finally to bring down the imme- 
diate fubje 61 ; in quellion to the day in which Mr, Haltings 
embraced the projeeff of plundering ihe Begums; and, to 
juftify which, he had exhibited in his defence four charges 
agai nil them, as the grounds and motives X)f his own con- 
duit. N - 

1. That they had given difturhance at all times to the go- 
vernment of tlie^Nabob, and that they had long manifellcd 
a fpirit hoftile to his and to the Englilh government. 

2. That they excited the Zemindars to revolt, at the time 
of the infurreilion at Benares, and of , the refumption of the 
Jaghires. 

3. That they refilled by armed force the refumption of 
their own Jaghires ; and, 

4. That they excited, and were acceffary to the infurrec- 
tion at Benares. 

To each of thefe charges, Mr. Sheridan gave dill in (51 and 
feparate anfwers. Firfi, on the fubje( 5 l of the imputed dif- 
turbances which they were falfely faid to have occafioned, he 
could produce a variety of extrails, many of them written by 
Mr. Haftings himfelf, to prove that on the contrary they had 
particularly diftinguiflied tht^mfelves by their friendihip for 
the Englilh, and the various good offices which they had ren- 
dered the Government. 

MiP»-*Haftings (Mr. Sheridan obferved,) left Calcutta in 
1781, and proceeded to Lucknow, as he faid himfelf, with 
two great objeils in his mind; namely, Benares and Oude. 
What was the nature of thefe boafted refources? That he 
fliould plunder one, or both : the equitable alternative of a 
highwayman, who in going forth in the evening, hefitates. 
which of his refources %Q prefer — ^Bagflior, or Hownflow. — 
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In fuch a ftate of generous irrefolution, did Mr. Haftings 
proceed to Benares and Oude. — At Benares he failed, in his 
pecuniary ohjedl. Then, and not till then — not on account 
of any ancient enmities Ihown by the Begums — not in refent- 
inent for any old dillnrhances, but becaufe he had failed in 
one place, and that he had but two in his profpeft, did he con- 
ceive the bafe expedient of plundering theleaged women. He 
Iiad no pretence — he had no excufe — He had nothing but the 
arrogant and ohftinate determination to govern India by his 
own corrupt will to plead for his conduit. Inflamed by difap- 
pointment in his firft projeit, he haftened to the fortrefs of 
Cluinar, to meditate the^more atrocious defign of inftigating^ 
a foil againft his mother, of facrificing female dignity and 
diflrtfs to parricide and plunder. — At Chunar was that infit- 
inous treaty concerted with the Nabob Vizier, to defpoil the 
Priiice^fles of Oude of their hereditary poirefliops. — There it 
was tlKit Mr. Haftings had ftipiilated with one, whom he 
cmIIihI an indepeytdenL Prince^ that as great diftrefs has 
arifen to the Nabob’s government from tlie milita- 
ry power and dominion alTumed by the Jaghierdars, 
he be permitted to refume fucb as he may find ne- 
ceftary ; with a referve, that all fuch, for the amount of 
whofe Jngluers rheCoiUjiany are guarantees, fhall, in cafe 
of the rtn’umptionvS of tlieir lands, he paid the amount of 
their net colledlions, through the refident, in ready 
money. And that ^10 Knglifli refident be appointed to 
Fu rruckabad.” 

No fooncr was this foundation of iniquity thus inftantly 
eJtablillied, in violation of the pledged faith and folemn gua- 
rantee of the Britilli Government; no fooner had Mr. Haf- 
tings determined to invade the fuhftance of juftice, than he 
reihlved to avail himfclf of licr judicial forms; and accord- 
ingly difpatclied a meflenger for the Chief Juftice of India, 
toaiilft him in perpetrating the violations he had projedted. 
Sir Elijah being arrived. Mr. Haftings, with much art, pro- 
pofed a queftion of opinion, involving an unfubftantiated 
fact, in order to obtain even a furreptitious approbation of 
the meafu'e he had predetermined to adopt. 'Fhe Begums 
being in atflual rebellion, might not the Nabob confifeate 
their property?” Moft undoubtedly,” was thc.j^ady 
anfwer of the friendly Jvidge. Not a fy liable of inquiry in- 
tervened, as to the exiftence of the imputed rebellion — nor a 
moment’s paufe as to the ill purpofes to which the decifjon of 
a Chief Juftice might be perverted. It was not the office of 
a friend to mix the grave caution and cold circumfpedlion of 
a Judge, with an opinion taken in fiich circumftances ; and 
Sir Elijah had previoufly declared, that he gave his advice 
not as a fudge, but as a friend; a charadler he equally pre- 

M ^ • fer^ed 
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ferred, in the ftrange office 'which he undertook of colledling 
defenfive affidavits on the fubjedt of Benares. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, it was curious to refledi on the whole 
of Sir Elijah’s circuit at that perilous time* Sir Elijah had 
ftated his clefire of relaxing from the fatigues of office, and 
unbending his mind in a party of health and pleafure: yet 
wifely apprehending that very fudden relaxation might de- 
feat its objedt, he had contrived to mix fome ohjedfs of bu- 
finefs, to be interfperfed with his amufements. He had^ 
therefore, in his little airing, of nine hundred miles, great 
part of which he went poh, efcorted by an army, feledled 
thofe very fituations where infurredlion fubfifted,. and re- 
bellion was threatened ; and had neft only delivered his deep 
and curious refearches into the laws and rights of nations 
and of treaties, in the capacity of the Oriental Grotius^ 
whom Warren Haftings was to ftudy, but likewife in the 
immbler and more pi adlical fituation of a collector of cx 
parte evidence — In the former quality, his opinion w^as the 
premature fandlion for pluMdering the Begums — In the lat- 
ter charadler, he became the poflhumous fupporter of the 
expulfion and pillage of the Rajah Cheit Sing. Adling 
cm an unproved fadt, on a poiltion as ideal as a datum of 
the Duke of Richmond’s fabrication, he had not hefitated, 
in the firft inlllnce,. to lend bis authority as a licenle for 
unlimited perfecution. In the latter, he did not dildain to feud 
about India, like an itinerant informer, with a pedlar’s pack 
of garbled evidence and furreptitious Sffldavits. W hat pure 
friendlhip, what a voucher of unequivocal attachment from 
a Britifli Judge to fuch a charadter as Warren Haftings I 
With a generous oblivion of duty and of honour; with at 
proud fenfe of having authorized all future rapacity, and 
fandtioned all part oppreffion, this friendly Judge proceeded 
on his circuit of health and eafe;, and while the Governor 
Geileral, fandlioned by this folemn opinion, Lffued his orders 
to plunder the Begums of their treafure, Sir Elijah purfued 
his prog'refs, and pafling through a wide region of diftrefs 
and m Her y, explored a country that prefented a fpeaking 
pidlure of hunger and of nakednefs, in queft of objedis beft 
fuited to his feelings, in anxious fearch of calamities moft 
kindred to his iiivalide itnagination* 

Thus while the executive powrer in India was perverted to 
the moft dilgracefiil inhumanities, the judicial authority alf(» 
became its clofe and confidential alFociate — at the fame mo- 
ment that the fword of Government was turned to an alTaf- 
fin’s dagger, the pure ermine of juftice was ftained and foiled 
with the bafeftyand meaneft contamination. Under fuch 
circumftances did Mr. Haftings complete the treaty of 
Chunarj a treaty^ which might challenge all the treapes^ 
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that ever fubfifted, for containing in the final left compafs 
the inoft extenfive treachery. Mr. Haftings did not con- 
clude that treaty, till he had received from the Nabob a pre- 
fent, or rather a bribe, of 1 00, cool. 

I'he circumftances of this prefent u^ere as ex trordinary as 
the thing itfelf. Four months afterwards, and not till then, 
Mr. Haftings communicated the matter to the Company; un- 
fortunately for himfelf, however, this tardy difclofure was 
conveyed in words which betray his original meaning; for, 
with no comii'on incaution, he admits the prefent zvas of 
a magnitude not to be concealed^'* Mr. Sheridan ftated all the 
circumftanccs of this hribcj and averred tliat the whole had 
its rife in a principle of rank corruption. F'or what was 
the confideration for this extraordinary bribe ? No lefs than 
the withdrawing from Oude not only all the Engliih gentle- 
men in olEcial fituations, but the whole alfo of the Englifli 
army ; and that, too, at the very moment when he liimfelf 
had ftated the whole country of Oude to he in open revolt 
and rehellion. — Other very ftrange articles were contained 
in the fame treaty, wliich nothing but this infamous bribe 
could have occafioned, together w ith the refei ve which he 
had in his own mind of treachery to the Nabob ; for the only 
part of the treaty which he ever attempted to carry into exe- 
cution was to withdraw the Engliih gentlemen from Oude. 
The Nabob, indeed, conftdered this as cflential to his deli- 
verance, and his obfervatipn on tlie circumftance was cu- 
rious; for though Major Palmer, faid he, has not yet 
afked any thing, 1 obferve It is the cuftoin of the Engliih 
gentlemen conftantly to alk for foinething from me before 
tney go. This imputation on the Englifli Mr, Haftings 
was inoft ready, moft rejoiced, to countenance as a fkreen 
and ftielter for his own abandoned profligacy ; and therefore, 
at the very moment that he pocketed the extorted fpoils of 
the Nabob, with his ufual grave hyocrify and cant, “ Go 
(he faid) to the Englifli gentlemen, go, you oppreflive 
rafcals, go from this worthy unhappy man whom you 
have plundered, and leave him to my proteftion. — You 
have robbed him ; you have plundered him ; you have ta- 
ken advantage of his accumulated diftreffes; hut, pleafe 
(iod, he (hall in future be at reft, for I have promlfed hInT 
he fhall never fee the face of an Engliftiman again.” — This, 
however, was the only part of the treaty which he even af - 
fe( 51 :ed to fulfil ; and, in all its other parts, w^e learn from 
himfelf, that, at the very moment he made it, he intended to 
deceive the Nabob; and accordingly he advifed in- 

ftead of partial refumption, for the exprefs purpofe of de- 
feating the ^firft views of the Nabob; and, inllead of 
giving inftant and unqualified aflent to all the articles of the 

treaty, 
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treaty, he perpetually qualified, explained, and varied them 
with new diminutions ami refervations. Mr. Sheridan 
called upon gentlemen to fay, if there was any theory in 
Machiavel, any treachery upon record, if tliey had ever 
heard of any cold Italian fraud which could in any degree 
be put ii^ comparifon with the diTgujuing hypocrify, and un- 
equalled bafenefs which Mr. Hallings had fliewn on that 
occafion. 

After having ftatcd this comj)licated infamy in terms of 
the fevered reprel:ienfion, Mr. Sheridan proceeded to ob- 
ferve, that he recolIe6led to have heard it advajiced by fome 
of thofe admirers of Mr. Hadings, who were not io impli- 
cit as to give un([ualificd applaufe to his crimes, that they 
found an apology for tlie atrocity of them in the greatnefs 
of his mind. o edimate the folidity of fuch a defence, it 
would be fufficient merely to confider in what confilled tliis 
prepodelfing diflinifion, this captivating characfbcridic of 
greatnefs of mind. Is it not folely to he traced in great ac- 
tions/lirc6ted to great ends r In them, and them alone, we 
are to fearch for true edimable magnanimity * to iliem only 
can we judly affix the fplendid title and honours of real great- 
nefs. There was indeed afiother fpecies of greatnefs, whicli 
difplayed itfe^f in boldly conceiving a had meafure, ar.d uii- 
d iuntedly purfuing it to its accomplidiment. IhU had Mr. 
Hadings tlie merit of exhibiting either of thefe deferiptions of 
greatned; even of the latter? lie faw nothing great, nothing 
magnanimous, nothing open, nothing dire cl: in his mtxifures, 
or in his mind. On the contrary, he had too often purfued 
the word obje6ls by the word means. His courfe was an 
eternal deviation from reftitude. Ho either tyrannifed or 
deceived ; and was by turns a Dionyflus and a Scapin., As 
well might the writhing obliquity of the ferpent becompared 
to the fvvift directnefs of the arrow as the duplicity of Mr. 
Hadings’ ambition to the fim pie dead inefs of genuine mag- 
nanimity. In his mind all was fliuffling, ambiguous, dark, 
infidious, and little: nothing fimple, nothing unmixed: all- 
afFe61;ed plainnefs, an.d adlual didimulation. A heteroge- 
neous mafs of contradictory qualities ; with notliing great 
hut his crimes, and even thofe contraded by the littlenefs of 
KTs motive, which at once denoted both his bafenefs and his 
meannefs, and mark’d him for a traitor and a trickder : nay, 
in his dile and writing, there tvas the fame mixture of vicious 
contrarieties. ITe mod groveling ideas he conveyed in the 
mod inflated language, giving modi confeqiience to low cavils, 
and uttering quibbles in heroics ; fo that his coihpofitions dif- 
gud^d the mind’s tade as much as his adions excited the foul’s 
abhorrence. Indeed tliis mixture of charader feemed by fome 
unaccountable, but inherent quality, to beappropriated, though 

in 
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in inferior degrees, to every thing that concerned his em- 
ployers. He remembered to have heard an honourable 
and learned gentleman (Mr. Dundas) remark, that there was 
fometliing in the firft frame and conftitution of the Com- 
pany, which extended the fordid' principles of their origin 
over all tlieir fucceliive operations, connecting with their ci- 
vil policy, and even with their boldeft achievements, the 
nieannefs of a pedlar, and the profligacy of pyrates. Alike 
in the political and the military line could be obferved j/uc- 
tionccrlng ^tnhajjadors and trading Generals^ And thus we 
faw a revolution brought about by ; an army em- 

j)loyed in executing an arreji \ a town htfiegtdi on a note of 
hand ; a Prince dethroned for the balance of an accounts 
Thus it was they exhibited !i Government, which united the 
mock majefty of a bloody feeptre, and the little traffic of a 
merchants counting houfe^ wielding a truncheon with one hand, 
and picking a pocket zvith the ethers — Mr. Slieridan now went 
into a long flatc inent to fliew the various irrefragable proofs 
exhibited in the minutes of the Bengal council, of the fal- 
fity of the cliarge, viz. 'Fhat the Begums were the ancient 
dillurbers of the government. And equally to prove that 
tlie fecond charge alfo (namely, tliat the Begums had Incited 
the Jaghiredars to reilil the Nabob) was no lefs untrue ; it 
being fubftantiated in evidence that not one of the Jaghire- 
. dars did refill:. * 

Mr. Sheridan maintained that it was incontrovertible that 
the Begums were not concerned either in the rebellion of 
Bulbudder, or the infurreCtion at Benares, nor did Mr. Haft- 
ings everonce /J’; /ow/7y believe them guilty. Their trcafurcs were 
their treafons^ and Afoph ul Dowlah thought like an unwife 
Prince, when he blamed his father for leaving him fo little 
wealth. His father, Sliujah ul Dowlah, aCled wifely in leav- 
ing his foil with no temptation about him, to invite aCts of 
violence from the rapacious. He cloathed him with po- 
verty as with a lliield, and armed him witli necellity as 
with a fword. 

The third charge was equally falfe. Did they refill the 
refumption of their own Jaghiredars ? Though if they Had 
refilled, he contended, tliat there would have been no crime ; 
for thofe Jaghires were by folemn treaty confirmed to them ; 
but on the contrary, there was not one fyllable of chargeu- 
againft them. The Nabob himlelf, with all the load of oh- 
T'oquy which he incurred, never imputed to them the crime of 
llirring up an oppofitioiito his authority. 

To prove the falfehood of the whole of this charge, and 
to fliew that Mr. Haftings originally piojefled the plunder, 
that he threw the odium in the firll inftance on the Nabob, 
that he imputed the crimes to them before he hud received 
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one of the rumours which he afterwards raanufadiured into 
affidavits, Mr Sheridan recommended a particular attention 
tp dates; and he deduced from the papers thefe fadls ; — that 
the flrft idea was flatted by Mr. Haftings on the 15th of No- 
vember, 1781 ; that Mr. Middleton communicated it to the 
Nabob, and procured from him a formal propofition on the 
id of December; that on the firfl of December Mr. Haft- 
ings wrote a letter to Mr. Middleton confirming the firft fug- 
geftion made through Sir Elijah, which letter came into the 
hands of Mr. Middleton on the 6th of December. He 
ftated all the circumftanccs of the pains taken by Mr. Mid- 
dhiton to bring the Nabob at length to ilTue the PerwMnnas, 
and coupled this with the extraordinary minute written by 
Mr. Haftings on his return to Calcutta, where he ftated the 
refinance of the Begums to the execution of the refumption 
on the 7th of January, 1782, as the caufe of the meafure in 
November 81. Mr. Sheridan then proceeded to prove, that 
the Begums were by their condition, their age, and their in- 
firmities, almoft the only two fouls in India who could not 
have a thought of diftreffing that government, by which 
aloife they couk* hope to he prote£lcd ; and that to charge 
them with a defign to depofe their neareft and deareft rela- 
tion, was equally abfurd. He did not endeavour to do 
this from ^any idea, that becaiife there was no motive 
for the offences imputed to thefe women, it was theref^jie a 
neceflary confequence that fuch imputations were falfe. He 
was not to learn that there was fuch a crime as wanton, 
unprovoked wickednefs. Thofe who entertained doubts on 
this point need only give tliemfelves the trouble of reading the 
adminiftration of Mr. Haftings. But, as to the immediate 
cafe, the documents on the table would bear incontrovertible 
teftimony that infurre6lions had conftantly taken place in 
Oude. To aferihe it to the Begums was w^andering even be- 
yond the improbabilities of fidfion. It were not leis abfurd 
to affirm, that famine would not have pinched, nor thirft 
have parched, nor extermination have depopulated — but 
for the interference of thefe old women. To ufe a ftrong 
expreffion of Mr. Haftings on another occafion, The good 
which thofe women did wascertain — the illw^as precarious.” 
But Mr. Haftings had founef it more fuitable to his pur- 
^ofes to reverfe the propofition ; yet wanting a motive 
for his rapacity, he could find it only in fiftion. The 
fimple fail was, their treafure was their treafon. But they 
complained of the injuftice.” God of Heaven, had -they 
not a right to complain ! After a folemn treaty violated, 
plundered of all their property, and on the eve of the laft ex- 
tfemity of wretchednefs, were they to be deprived of the laft 
refource of impotent wretchednefs-r^complaint and lamenta- 
I tlon ! 
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tion ! Was it a crime that they ftiould croud together in flutter- 
ing trepidatiott like a flock of rcfiftfefs birds on feeing the felon 
kite, who, having darted at one devoted bird, and milTed his 
aim, fingled out a new objedl, and was fpringing on his prey 
with redoubled vigour in his wing, and keener vengeance in his 
eye. — Thefadl with Mr, Haftings wasprecifely this : — Having 
failed in the cafe of Cheit Sing, he faw his fate; he felt the 
neceflity of procuring a fum of money fome where, for he 
knew that to be the never-failing receipt to make his peace 
with the Diredfors at home. Such, Mr, Sheridan added, - 
were the true fubftantial motives of the horrid excefTes per- 
petrated agninft the Begums ! Excefles, in every part of the 
defeription of which, he felt himfelf accompanied by the vi- 
gorous lupport of moft unanfwerable evidence; and upon this 
reft , would he place his whole caufe : let gentlemen lay their 
hands upon their hearts, and with truth ilfuing, in all its pu- 
rity, from their lips, folemnly declare whether they were or 
were not conv inced that the real fpring of the conduff of Mr. 
Haftings, far from being a defire to crufli a rebellion, (an ideal, 
fabulous rebellion !) was a malignantly rapacious determina- 
tion to feize, with lawlefs hands, upon the treafuresi>f devo- 
ted, miferahle, yet unoffending vidlims. 

Mr. Sheridan now adverted to the affidavit made by Mr. 
Middleton; .and after ftating how futile were the grounds 
upon which he had, to the fatisfadlion of his confcience, 
proceeded to the utmoft extremity of violence againft the 
Begums, he exclaimed, The God of Justice forbid that 
any man in this Houfe fliould make up his mind to accufe 
Mr. Haftings on the ground which Mr. Middleton took for 
condemning the Begums; or to pafs a verdicl: of guilty for the 
moft trivial mirdemeanor againft the pooreft wretch that ever 
had exifted. — He then revifed and animadverted on the affi- 
davits of Colonel Hannay, Colonel Gordon, Major Mac 
Donald, Major Williams, and others. — Major Williams, 
among the ftrange reports that chiefly filled thefe affidavits, 
ftated'one tliat he had heard — namely, that 50 Britifli troops, 
watdiing zeo prifuners, had been furrounded by 6000 of the 
enemy, and relieved by the approach of nine men. And 
of fuch extraordinary hearfay-evidence were moft of the de- 
pofitions compofeJ. Confidering therefore the charadfer given 
by Mr. Mailings to the Britifti army in Oude, that they 
manifefted a rage, for rapacity and peculation,” it was ex- 
traordinary that there Were no inftances of ftouter fvvearing. 
— But as for Colonel Gordon, he afforded a flagrantly con- 
fpicuous proof of the grateful fpirit and temper of affidavits 
defigned to plunge thefe wretched women in irretrievable ruin. 
Colonel Gordon was, juft before, not merely relcafed from danger ^ 
but preferred from wmineni death hy the verv perfon wliofe ac- 
.Yol. XXL . N ' cufer 
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curer he tliought fit to become; and yet, Incredible as it ma/ 
appear, even at the expiration of two little days from liis de- 
liverance, he depofes againft the dilirefled and unfortunate 
woman who had become his and only upon hearfay evi-' 
dence accufes lier of crimes and rebellion, — Great God of 
Justice ! (exclaimed Mr. Sheridan) oanfl: thou from thy 
eternal throne look down upon fuch premeditated turpitude 
of heart, and not fix feme mark of dreadful vengeance upon 
the^ perpetrators r — Of Mr. Mac Donald, he faid, that he 
liked not the memory which remembered things better at the 
end of five years than at the time, uiilcfs there might be fome- 
thingfo relaxing in the climate of India, and fo affedling the 
memory as well as the nerves, the foft figures melting away/’ 
and, the images of immediate a£lion infiantaneoufly dilfolv- 
ing, men muft return to their native air of England, to brace 
up the mind as well as the body, and have their memories, like 
their finevvs, reftrung. 

Having painted the loofe quality of the aifiilavits, lie fnid, 
that he muft paufe a moment, and particularly addrefs liimfelf 
to one defeription of gentlemen, thofe of the learned pro- 
feffion, within thofe walls. They faw that that Houfe jW^as 
the path to fortune in their profeffion ; that they might 
foon expe£l that fome of them were to be called to a 
dignified fituation, where the great and important truft 
would be repofed in tjiem of prote6ling the lives and for- 
tunes of their fellow fubjefls. One right honourable and 
learned gentleman, in particular, (Sir Lloyd Kenyon) if 
rumour fpoke right, might fuddenly'be called to fucceed that 
great and venerable charm^ler, who long had fhone the bright- 
eft luminary of his profeflion, whofe pure and fteady light was 
clear even to its lateft moment, but whofe Inft beam muft now 
too foon be extinguifhed. That he would afle the fup- 
pofed fucceflbr of Lord Mansfield, to calmly refleft on thefc 
extraordinary depofitions, and folemnly to declare, wliether 
the mafs of affidavits taken at Lucknow would be received 
by him as evidence to convidl the loweft objefl: in this coun- 
try ? If he faid it would, he declared to Goo he would fit 
down, and not add a lyllahle more to the too long trefpafs 
which lie had made on the patience of the Committee. 

Mr. Sheridan went farther into the expofure of the evi- 
dence^ into the comparifon'of dates, and the fubfequent cir- 
cumftances, in order to prove that all the enormous confe- 
quences which followed from the refumption, in the captivity 
of the women, and the imprifonment and cruelties pra6lifed 
on their people, were folely to be aferibed and to be imputed 
to Mr. Haftings. After ftating the miferies which the 
women fuffered, he faid that Mr. Haftings had once, re- 
marked, that a mind touched with fuperftitioi\ might have 
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contemplated tlie flite of the Rohillas with peculiar impref* 
lions. But if indeed the mind of Mr. Haflings could yield 
to fuperftitious imagination; if his fancy could fuffer any 
diflurbance, and even in vifion, image forth the proud fpirit 
of Sujah Dowlah, looking down upon the ruin and devaf- 
ration of his family, and beholding that palacd which Mr. 
HaAingshad firA wreAed from his hand, and afterwards re* 
Aored, plundered by that very ar'toy with which he himfelf 
had vanquiAii^d the Mahrattas; feizing on the very plunder 
which he had ravaged from the Rohillas ; that Middleton, 
who had been engaged in managing the previous violations, 
moA bufy to perpetrate the laA ; that very HaAings, wliom, 
on his death bed, he had left the guardian of his wife and 
mother, and family, turning all thofe dear relations, the ob- 
jects of his folemn truA, forth to the inercdefs fcafons, and 
to a more mercilci's foldiery ! A mind touched, with fnperAi- 
tion muA indeed, have cherifhed fuch a contemplation with 
f)eculiar impreAions! — I'hat Mr. HaAings was regularly ac- 
quainted with all the enormities committed on the Begums 
there was the cleareft proof It was true that Middleton was 
rebuked for not being more exaft. He did not, perhaps, 
delcend to the detail ; he did not give him an account* of 
the number of groans wifich were heaved ; of tlie quantity 
of tears vvliich were fl',*ed ; of the weight of the fetters; or of 
tlie depth of the dungeons : hut he communicated every Aep 
vvliich he took to acconiplifh the bafe and imwarrantahle end. 
He told him, that to lave appearances they muA ufe the name 
of the Nabob, and that they need go no farther tlian was 
abfolutcly neceffary ; this he might venture to fay without 
being fufj)e6led by Mr. HaAings of too fevere a morrility. 

The Clovernor General, aUb, endeavoured to throw a 
Aiare of the guilt on the Council, although Mr. Wheeler 
had never taken any Aiare, and Mr. Macplicrfon had not ar- 
rived in India wlien the icene began. 

After contending that he had Airunk from the mquiry or- 
dered by the Court of Diredlors, under a new and pompous 
doeftrine, that the majeAy of JuAice was to he approached 
with fupplication, and was not to degrade irfelt by hunting 
for crimes, forgetting the infamous employn’ient to which he 
had appointed an Englilh Chief JuAice, to hunt for criminal 
charges again A innocent, deferxclefs women — Mr. SJieri"^ 
dan faid, he truAed that that Houie would vindicate tlie in- 
fulted charadler of juAice; that they would demonArate its 
true quality, eAence, and purpofes — they would deinonArate 
it to be, in the cafe of Mr. HaAings, adlivej inquifitive, 
and avenging. 

Mr. Sheridan remarked, that lie lieard of fa<51ions and 
parties in that Iloufe, and knew they exiAeJ. Ihere was 
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fcarccly a fubjecSk upon which they were not broken an4 di- 
vided into fe<fts. The prerogative of the Crown foundl its 
advocates among the reprefen tat ives of the people. The 
privileges of the people found opponents even in the Houfe 
of Commons itfelf. Habits, conneftioris, parties, all led to 
diverfity of opinion. But when inhumanity prefcnted itfelf 
to their obfrTvations, it found no divifion among them : they 
attacked it as their common enemy, and, as if |!ie chara6ler 
of this land was involved in their zeal for its ruin, they left 
it not till it was completely overthrown. It was not given 
to that Houfe, to behold the objedls of their compaflioii and 
benevolence in the prefent extenfive confideration, as it was 
to the officers who relieved, and y^dio fo feelingly defcrihe 
the extatic emotions of gratitude in the inftant of deliver- 
ance. They could not behold the workings of the hearts, 
the quivering lips, the trickling tears, the loud and yet tre- 
mulous joys of the millions whom their vote of this night 
would for ever fave from the cruelty of corrupted power. 
But though they could not diredlly fee the efit’d>, was not 
the true enjoyment of their benevolence increafed by the 
bldTing' being conferted unfeen? Would not the omnipo- 
tence of Britain be demonftrated to the wonder of nations, 
by ftretching its mighty arm acrofs the deep, and faving by 
its fiat diftant* millioiis from deftruftion ? And would the 
bleffings of the people thus faved diffipate in enipty air? No! 
if I may dare to ufe the figure, — we fhall confiifute Heaven 
itfelf our proxy, to receive for us the bleffings of their pious 
gratitude, and the prayers of their thankfgiving. — It is with 
confidence, therefore. Sir, that I move you on this charge, 
That Warren Haftings be impeached.” 

[On the conclufion of Mr. Sheridan’s fpeech, not only tlie 
Members in every part of the Houfe, and alfo the Peers who 
attended this important debate, but the fulleft gallery too, 
which was chiefly compofed of men of the moft eminent ta- 
lents and confideration, teftified their admiration with the 
rnoft animating and even tumultuous enthufiafm. No in- 
ftance, we believe, has ever occurred in parliamentary hiflory 
of fuch unanimous approbation ; not even on the celebrated 
occafion when* Mr. Grattan ftood forth in the Irifh Parlia- 
ment the fuccefsful champion of the conftitution and freedom 
of that country. After a confiderable fufpenfion of the de- 
bate, it was at length with much difficulty that Mr. Burgefs 
was permitted to be heard.] 

Mr. Bur* Mr. Burgefs then role, and faid. 

Sir, 

After fuch a wonderful difplay of eloquence, fuch a 
matchlefs exertion of ability, unequalled probably in this or 
in any other aflembly ; after the attention of the Committee 

has 
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has been engageid and fafcinated for more than five hours and 
an half, it is not only a moft arduous talk, but it is a pre- 
liimptioh of no common nature, to dare to arii’e, even 
though in the caufe ot juftice, and in defence of a great and 
injured man. How great indeed ntiift be my preiumj)tion, 
riling as 1 do, for the firft time, within thefe walls, unufed 
to parliamentary difcuffions, and weighed down by tliofe ap- 
prehenfjons which naturally muft aflFecl: a man who dates his 
parliamentary exi Hence from a period no longer ago than laft 
Weclnel'day. Senllble of thefe diladvantnges, 1 yet will not 
apologife, nor will 1 fupplicate for indulgence. If, in fuch 
a caufe, any man can prefer his feelings to a confciencious 
diicharge of his duty, he^deferves not the Ironour of fitting 
here to determine on a cjueftion fo n^rly concerning the in- 
terells and lionour of a diftinguilhed fellow fubjefl, fo mate- 
rial to the interefts and honour of this country, I am molt 
happy, Sir, tliat it falls to my lot fo give my firft voice in 
Parliament in vindication of a man, who has extended the 
glory of this country farther than any man who has preceded 
him, and to whom, while we are liftening to accufations 
againft him, all Europe and all the world look up with afto- 
nilhment and veneration. 

Let it not be luppofed, Sir, that any motives but thefe in- 
fluence me. I'o T^ir. Maflings 1 am an abiQlute ftranger : I 
never faw him, nor ever had I the Highteft communication 
or correlpondence wdth him : hut 1 am not ignorant of his 
cliaiacfer ; 1 am not unacquainted with his fervices ; nor am 
I lefs affured of the combination formed to opprefs him ; to 
defeat his great and well-founded hopes of honours and of 
thanks; and to wipe off, by his periecution, that ftigma 
which the fuppreffion of former proiecutions has brougiU 
upon certain individuals. 

The honourable gentleman, who fo ably has opened this 
charge, fet out with commenting upon the undue methods 
ufed by Mr, Haftings to influence the minds of thofe who 
now fit as judges upon his conduct. The generality of the 
accufation has been reduced to one fa£l — a paper, figned 
Warren Haftings, containing a vindication of his conduct, 
was delivered this day in the lobby. He has not told us the 
contents of that paper : we do not know whether they w^ere 
had or good ; nor is there evidence that Mr. Haftings was 
the author. In anfwer to this 1 will fay, that various and 
moft atrocious attempts liave been made by Mr. Haftings^ 
profecutors to influence and to inflanie the minds of tliis 
Houfe and of the Public againft him. This very Houle has 
been made the channel of thefe publications. The Tenth 
Report of the Secret Committee has been re-publifhed, with 
a preface, open to tlie perufal of every man, containing tlie 

moft 
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moft invidious charges, and evidently calculated to make this 
appeal to our judgements* a. matter of party. The very 
charge now in qi>ellion, written, as it is well known, by a 
member of this Houfe, deferves a fimilar cenfure. It con- 
tains facfls, as accufations againft Mr. Ha/lings, which the 
author muil have known could never be applied to him. 
1 he hrft lix articles are all of this defeription. 

Of thefe, the fir/l and third relate to traniailions had in- 
deed, and deferving of the (everell: cenfure, whrcli were done 
at a time when Mr. Hallings was in a decided and conilant 
nunority ; wlien the whole government of that part of India 
was in the hands of General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, 
and Mr. Francis, the laftof whom now Hands forward as an 
av'^ive manager of tbofe accufationJ, for whicli, if they arc 
criminal, and 1 affirm tliat they are highly criminal, the ma- 
jority who did them only can be cenfnred. 'I'he treaty of 
yVllahahad, confirmed by the treaty of Benares — a treaty 
made by two great powers, competent to contrail, was by 
them rnofl rafiily and unjuftly broken, contrary to its exprei's 
purport and meaning, and a new treaty, that of Fyzabad, 
WMS by them made ; in conHrjuence of which the additional 
Britilh troops w ere ftationed in the pi evince of Oude, and 
in confeqiience of which not only all the evils mentioned in 
thefe charges fell upon the Nabob’s dominions, but the difla- 
tishiilion of the Begums, the fubfoiiient withdrawing of all 
ttie principal perfons in that province from us, and the very 
rebellion in queflion, took place. 1 lav this in the prefence 
of one of that majority, and I will confirm wiiat 1 Iiavc faid 
by tlie telliinony of i\Ir. Orde, a gentleman certainly well 
acquainted with lliis tranfaftion, wiio, in this Houfe, af- 
firmed, that the infra£lion of the treaty of Benares was the 
TTiofi daring and fliameful breach of a public treaty he liad 
ever lieard of. 

The fecond article of the cliarge accufes Mr. Haftings of 
having recalled Mr. Briflow, and of having appointed Mr. 
Middleton his agent at the Co-urt of Oude. The anfwer 
to this is fliort and plain. He appointed that man to exe- 
cute his orders on whom he could depend; on Mr. Briftow 
he could not. During Mr. Briflow’s adminiflration tlie 
above circLimftance occurred; and, while he continued at 
Lucknow, it is notorious that the great complaints origi- 
nated, and the principal inifehiefs hajipened throughout the 
province. 

The fourth article accufes Mr. Hallings of having re- 
fufeJ to remove the Britilh troops ftationed in Oude. If 
thefe troops were a grievance, the majority who placed them 
tlierc mull be anfwerable for it. Mr, Haftings, it is true, 

did 
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did not confent to remove tliem in tlie year becnufe, 

as it was a year of war, tlieirMiidden removal would have 
left the province unprotecS^ed : but it is equally true, that, 
in the year 1781, when fimilar reafons no longer exited, he 
did remove them, upon a firm conviftion of the iniquity 
and injuftice of their having been llationcd there. 

The fifth article charges Mr. Haftings with having ad- 
vifed the Nabob to extort from the Begums feveral large 
fums of money. This is equally untrue with the former. 
The whole tranfaflion, fuch as it was, was condudled iblely 
by Mr. Briftovv, and was not communicated to tlie Council 
until it was aftiially completed. Of that Council, as I 
have faid, Mr. Haftings was then an inefficient member. 

The fixth article ftates as a fa6t, that the Begums were 
charged with the maintenance of the late Nabob’s women ; 
and this is afterwards enforced by the fifty-firft, fifty-fecond, 
fifty-third, fifty-fourth, fifty-fifth, fifty-fixth, and lixty- 
firft articles, which contain a difinal ftory of the Iiardfliips 
they underwent in the Zenana. T'hat tills fuppofed faeft is 
untrue is moft clearly proved by a lettd? from the Nabob in 
1779, (to he found in the Tenth Report of the Secref ‘Com- 
mittee) wherein he ftates, that his affairs were in fuch a dil- 
treffed condition, tliat the women of the late Nabob, his 
father, to whom, witli their children, he had^ranted only a 
foiirtli part of their former appointments, had received no- 
thing for two years. 

This, Sir, is the nature of the charges againft Mr. Haf- 
tings. 1 muft farther obferve, that a total abfence of dates 
prevails through thofe 1 have noticed : a circumftance which 
can he calculated merely to deceive the Committee, and to 
make the world imagine that Mr. Haftings had done the 
things which in favft he inelFevftually oppofed. 

The principal charges againft Mr. Haftings may be re- 
duced to tlie following heads : — His concluding the treaty of 
Chunar, by which the guarantee of the Company was with- 
drawn, and the jaghires of the Begums were permitted to he 
refumed — His inftigating or permitting the conrifeation of 
the Begums’ treafures — and the meafwres which were taken 
to enforce the payment of fixty lacks of rupees, for which 
that confifeation was compromifed. I will endeavour very 
briefly to confuler thefe feveral points, and to prove that mot 
on one of them was Mr. Haftings to be blamed. 

In the month of September, 1781, Mr. Haftings’ fitna- 
tion, as well as the fituation of all the Englifh under his go- 
vernment, was moft critical and hazardous. A violent re- 
bellion raged throughout the country : he was obliged to 
take refuge at Chunar, under the moft imminent peril ; his 
rcfources had. totally failed. At this time the Nabob of 

Oude 
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Glide voluntarily came tojiis afliftance. His cpncluft was 
generous and friendly to an e*xtreme : it was fuch as was cal- 
culated to impVels with gratitude a generous heart. Mr. 
Haftings felt and acknowledged the obligation. Iniprefled 
with thefe fentiments on one hand, feeling on the other the 
urgent necelfity of the Company, the immenfe debt due 
from the Nabob, amounting to feventy-five lacks, or nearly 
900,000!.; convinced by certain teftimony that the Regums 
had rebelled, and had endeavoured the deflruction of the 
Englifh : impreffed, 1 fay, by thefe fentiments, and wifely, 
as 1 am not afraid to affert, confulering that the Begums, by 
their hoftile conduft, had diflblved the ties of the treaty, 
and confeqiiently of the Company’s guarantee, lie alTented 
to tlie Nabob’s propofal, and, on tlie 19th of September, 
1781, figned the treaty of Chunar. 

Tliis ti'eaty confifts of two parts ; the one containing, 
among other articles, this of the refumption of the jaghires, 
with an exprefs llipulation that a full equivalent Ihould he 
allowed for them^ and that the refumption fliould lie general. 

To afeertain the point of Mr. llaftings’s guilt or inno- 
cence, *it will be neceflary to inquire what a jaghire is r — 
whence the jaghires in quelfion originated? — how far the 
Company was bound by the guarantee ? — and whether the 
Begums had <?ommitteJ any a£ls amounting to a breach of 
their allegiance? 

A jaghire is properly a rent ifluing out of lands conferred 
on a fubjefl by the ibvereign. The lands themfelves arc 
nfually given as a fecurity ; but both the jaghire and the 
lands on which it is fecured are refumable, without equiva- 
lent, at the plea fu re of the donor. 

The jaghires in queftion were precifely of this defeription. 
The only pretence which the Begums could fet up of an ex- 
clufive right to retain them was founded on the agreement 
entered into between them and the Nabob, to which Mr. 
lirillow added the guarantee of the Company. 

In the year 1776, the fituation of the Nabob being almoft 
deTperate, owing to the regulations introduced by tlie majo- 
rity of the Council in 1775, he applied to his inotlier for 
part of his father’s treafurc, to the whole of which he was 
entitled by the Mahommedan law, but which ftie ohiVmately 
retained. In this application he was ftrongly fupp'^rted by 
the Britifli Refident. Mr. Rriftow, who, in the moll exprels 
words, recognifed his claim, and, by threats, and even an 
appearance of violence, compelled the Begum to advance to 
her fon thirty lacks of rupees, or about 360,000!'. 

It mull be obferved, that at this time Mr. Brillow aflur‘ed 
the Council that the treafures of the late Nabob, tlien in the 
Begum’s hands, amounted tout leaft one hundred and feventy 
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hcks, or nearly two millions .fterling; confequently /he ftill 
had remaining at leaft more than a million and an half, to 
which, by his own authority/ flie had no right. 

On the payment of thefe thirty lacks, an agreement was 
made between the Nabob and his mother, that fhe fliould en- 
joy, during life, the jaghires which had been gfanted to her 
by Sujah ul Dowlali, her late hufband, and that no more pe- 
cuniary demands Ihould be made upon her. At the fame 
time the Nabob conferred on her new jaghires, amounting 
to 50,000!. per annum. 

To this agreement Mr. Briftow added the Company’s 
guarantee, for which he had no authority ; but which the 
Council afterwards conffrmed, from the urgency of the cafe; 
the efte£tive majority, however, agreeing with Briftow, that 
the Begum had no legal title to the treafures in queftion. 

Within a very lliort time after this tranfadlion we find'it 
recorded in the minutes of the Council, that the Begum had 
forfeited the prote£lion of tlie Company by having infringed 
the treaty thtfy had guaranteed. This was-the fentiment of 
Mr. Briftow, this was the fentiment of Colonel Monfon and 
Mr. Francis. 

At the fame time, and the evidence is recorded in the fame 
place, Mr. Briftow, who was an eye witnefs^of what file did, 
affirmed that the Begum was difaffedled to the EngJiffi, and 
prefled her ftrongly to give up her jaghires for an equivalent, 
being of opinion that they were likely to become dangerous 
engines in her hands, anduflng a very remarkable expreflion, 
that two rulers were too much for one country. 

This early difaffeflion of the Begums has fince been con- 
firmed by the evidence of Colonel Stewart at our bar. 

In fpite, however, of all this evidenc/e, and in fpite of all 
fufpicions, Mr. Haftings, after he refumed the reins of power 
in September, 1776, facredly maintained the guarantee of 
the Company, and actually prevented the Nabob from re- 
fuming the jaghires, until, in 1781, fuch convincing proofs 
appeared of the deftrudive nature of thefe jaghires to the 
Nabob’s revenue, of the danger^rifing from tiiem to tht 
very exifterjc© of his government, and of their having been 
made the fources of feeding a rebellion both againft their fo- 
vereign and againft the Englifh, that Mr. Haftings no longer 
thought himfelf juftified in refufing to accede to the Nabob’s 
propofals. He accordingly executed the treaty of Chunar, 
\i^ithclrew the guarantee, and permitted the refamption of 
the jaghires. 

A guarantee is nothing more than an interference of a 
third power, to fecure or to compel the exa€t and juft per- 
formance of a treaty entered into by two other powers. 
From the nature of this definition it appears^ that the power 
Voa.. XXI. O • SM- 
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guaranteeing is no longer bou'ncl than during the continuance 
©f the treaty, and that it is juftified in withdrawing its pro- 
te(5tion from the party infringing the treaty. It farther 
appears, tliat the power guaranteeing is hound to fupport 
the party wdio maintains the treaty againft tlie party wh® 
breaks it. 

If it is true that all treaties and mutual compa( 5 Is between 
flates lofe their exiftence with a ftate of war, it follows, tliat, 
in a llate of rebellion, which is the moft atrocious fpecies of 
war, they muft be annihilated. 

The treaty, therefore, between the Nabob and the Begums 
ceafed to exift when the Begums rebelled againft him ; and as 
a guarantee depends upon the treat/, the guarantee of tlie 
Company ceafed alfo to he binding. 

That the Begum had broken the treaty, had forfeited her 
allegiance by levying war, had rebelled againft the Nabob, 
and had endeavoured to extirpate the Engl 10 ), will appear 
from unqueftionable evidence now before the Committee. 

Without particularly ftating that evidence, 1 will refer the 
Committee to Colonel Balfour’s letter of the 28th of Au- 
guft 1781, to Mr, Middleton’s letter of the 17th of Oefto- 
ker, to Colonel Hannay’s, Major Macdonald’s, and Lieute- 
nant Gordon’s depofit ions, and to Sir Elijah Irnpey’s depoll- 
tion. From all thefe -it clearly appears, that early in Sep- 
tember 1781 the Begums had rebelled againft the Nabob; 
had actually oppofed his forces by their own; had entered 
into Cheit Sing’s rebellion ; had fent a thonfand armed men 
to his aftiftance ; and had attempted to extirpate the Eng- 
lift). The above authorities are jn every one’s hands; they 
may be read, and the truth of what I aflert may be known. 

A farther proof of what I have advanced will arife from 
the circumftance of the Nabob’s arrival at Chunar on the 
iith of September. He certainly was wxll informed of 
what had happened in his own dominions ; particularly, as 
he had not been farther from Fyzabad, the principal Icene 
of thefe difturbances, than 100 miles. That he muft have 
informed Mr. Haftings of what he knew ; that he founded 
his demand of a refumptidn of the jaghires on that know- 
ledge; that. Mr. Haftings was convinced of the necelTity of 
acceding to bis propofals, is a faft too plain to require any 
comment : if it did require any corroboration, the records of 
the Council afford one not to be difputed. On the i8th of 
September, the day immediately preceding the execution of 
the treaty, Mk Haftings wrote to the Council, informing; 
jlbem that the province of Oude had caught the contagion. 

Under thefe impreflions, the reality of which were after- 
wards confirmed on oath, Mr. Haftings, knowing what a 
guarantee wms, and how far the obligation of* it extended, 
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confentrd tr> a refuniption of t1<e jaghires on the fame prin* 
ciple which h:»s ivivariably dfredled the councils of princes: 
but he liill ncinifelted the benignity of his temper; he, the 
tyrannical, the cruel Haflings, the unjuft and oppreffive 
gov^^rrior, when the fate of the Begums depended folely on 
his when he was jiiftified by the law of nations, and by 
every principle of policy, ablblutely to deprive the Begum 
of all her ppllt^ffions, forfeited by her own crimes; he, I fay, 
ftipulated witli the Nabob, that a full and complete equiva- 
lent Ihould he allowed, her, and that the refumption of the 
jaghires Ihould be general. I'he honourable gentleman has 
been pleafed to ridicule this idea of -an equivalent. How 
could an equivalent exiil:, faid he, when the produce of the 
jaghires was to be appropriated to the liquidation of the Na- 
bob’s debt to tlie Coni])any ? I will tell the honourable gen- 
tleman how it could, and how it did exift. The Begums* 
equivalent was to amount to what they themfelves gave in 
as the neat amount of their jaghires : their ftatement, how- 
ever, for good reafons to be affigned, was falfe; the neat 
amount, tliat is, tlie amount for which they had been given, 
was much lefs than the real income from the lands. This 
neat amount was all they had a right to claim : that was fe-^ 
cured to them by the treaty/; and the furplus was to be ap- 
propriated to the difeharge of the Nabob’s dfd>t. 

So far, Sir, have I proved not only the innocence, hut the 
propriety of Mr. Haftings’ condudl. 1 am equally prepared 
to prove, that in his fubfequent permiflion to the Nabob to 
conlifeate the treafures in the hands of his mother, and in 
the fleps taken to enforce the payment of the fixty lacks for 
which that confifeation was comp roini fed, Mt. Haftings 
was not only free from blame, but adlually commendable. 
I perceive, however, the prefent temper of the Committee : 
I am alfo fenfible of the manner in which tliey have received 
the firft addrefs from a young menibet*, ftanding here as an 
advocate for an accufed and injured fellow fubje61:. I leave 
the refl,e6lions upon it to themfelves; and I wiili the world 
to refleft, that a Britifti Houfe of Commons, fitting in 
judgement on the charafter and fortunes of fuch a man as 
Mr. Haftings, has refufed to hear his defence. I fliall no 
longer prefs the matter, but will fit down, referving what I 
have farther to fay to a cooler moment, when the paffions 
of the Houfe are left inflamed^ and when truth may obtain 
a hearing- 

Str IV* Dolkfn liaving premifed that the fpcech of the 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Sheridan) ^}iad ftated in fo able 
a manner fuch a variety of fa£ts and arguments, as entirely 
to have exhaufted the fpirits as welhas the attention of the 
C!o5nmittee, added that he thought it would be moft proper 
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to adjourn the debate. This, would give gentlemen time to 
recruit their fpirits, and to collc€t their exhaufted attention. 
It was now a very late hour. It would be impoffible, fhould, 
they profecute the bufinefs, to come to any vote without 
adjourning. And indeed, he confefled, that in the prcfeht 
’ftateof his mind it would be impoffible for him to give a 
determinate opinion. He therefore moft lerioufly recom- 
mended that the Committee might then immediately ad- 
joiirn. 

Mr. Stanho^^ remarked, that the fame reafons which pre- 
vailed upon his honourable friend, induced him to wilh for 
an adjournment of the debate. Such had been the variety of 
fads, and the force of the eloquence, ufed by the honourable 
gentleman, (Mr. Sheridan) as had made a material alteration 
in the fentiments which he 'entertained of Mr. Haftings* 
condud when he entered the Houfe, he was not afhained to 
acknowledge that his opinion inclined rather to the fide of 
Mr. Haftings ; but fuch had been the wonderful efficacy of 
the honourable gentleman’s convincing ftatement of fads, 
and irrefiftible eloquence, that he now with as much freedom 
acknowleclged, that he could not fay but bis fentiments were 
materially changed. Nothingi indeed, but information almoll 
equal toa mijracie, could, be thought, determine him not to 
vote agairiftl the^accufed : but, however, as he found fuch 
had been theieffed of what he had heard, he could not by 
any means tlien determine to give his vote. He wiflied to 
Colled his reafon, and to calmly and circumfpedly confider 
the truth and juftice of what had been ftated with fuch ap- 
parent aid of truth, as to render it beyond the power of con- 
tradidion, 

Mr. 'Fox contended, that the hour was not fo late as to 
p *eclude gentlemen from the opportunity of giving their 
opinions in anfwerto any fubjed which his honourable friend 
(Mr. Sheridan) had ftated. They had fitten on queftions 
much later than the hour of half paft twelve on other oc- 
caftons, and he did not fee but the prefent was of fuch im- 
portance as to require the Houfe. to come to an immediate 
decifion. If there was a neceffity of adjourning the debate, 
why not ftate it to the Committee ? He had heard nothing 
urged to cbnvirice him of the neceffity. Had there been any 
doubts with refped to the ftaternent of any particular fads 
1^ his honourable friend (Mf.‘ Sheridan) gentlemen flioul^ 
itate them then there would |>e fome’ plaufible pretext for 
adjourning: : but now it appeared as if the advocates o( Mr. 
Haftings did not wiQi to give their prefent fentiments, which 
had arilen from the trutlx and eloquence of his honourable 
friend. If there were any fuch doubts as required a farther 
time for inveftigaripi, if gentlemen would ftate them, he 
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Was certain, ^Ihould they appear fiich as could not admit of a 
prefent vote, the Committee would unanimoufly agree to 
the propofed adjournment ; but without any other plea, 
necefEty, or argument, than merely the iatenefs of the hour, 
and the powerful eloquence of his honourable friend, having 
exhaufted, or rather, he believed, convinced their minds to 
adjourn, he could not think the Committee would agree to 
the motion* 

Mr. TayJcr obferved, that he had not quitted his feat until Mr.Tnykc 
feven in the morning on many occafions, and he did not 
know or recoiled^ one in which he thought his unremitted 
attendance more required, than the queftion now before the 
Committee. Such had begn the ftatement of the fadls in 
the fpeech made by the honourable gentleman (Mr. Sheridan) 
that he thought no time was neceflary beyond the prefent 
moment to give their vote. It was a fpeech of fiich irrefifr 
tihle convidlion, as to render it incontrovertible. It was 
elocjuent in fa<Sls, and fublime in genius and conception. 

It was not the parade of pompous declamation ; it convin.- 
ced, from its truth, as much as it charmed and aftonifhed 
from its fplendour and llihlimity : therefore, after fiUch a 
fpeech had been delivered, he could not confider that any 
gentleman’s mind was fo undetermined in its opinions as to 
require a moment’s delay to give his vote, an^d he would 
never agree that the Houfe iliould adjourn until they had de-» 
cided oil the merits or demerits of what they had heard fo 
forcibly, ingeuioully, and wonderfully Hated for their con* 
fideration. 

Major Scott that he certainly fhould have rifea MajarSc^ 

before to liave contradided many parts of the ftqfements 
made by the honourable gentleman (Mr. Sheridan) had he 
not withheld them in compliment to what other gentlemen 
had to offer on the fuhjeft. As to there being nothing to be 
faid againft the circumllances mentioned, he would himfelf 
engage to fhew in what the honourable gentleman had been 
guilty of moft grofs mifreprefentations. In referring to 
feveral parts of the correfpondence relative to the tranfac- 
tions of the Begums, he had omitted feveral parts of letters 
and other documents, contradi(fting many particulars, which 
he had aflerted. Of thefe he had taken feveral notes ; and 
if it were the defire of the Committee that he Ihould pr<>- 
ceed, he would defcrihe all the omifSons and mifreprefenta- 
tions which he had thu§ noticed. The Committee cried 
hear! hear! an<| Miyor Scott was going confequently to 
proceed, when ^ 

Mr. Chancellor PHt contended, that it was expedient that Mr. Chan- 
the debate fliould be adjourned. Many fadts had been flated 
which would create, undoubtedly* % nunq^ber of opinions ; 

and 
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and as fuch a vaft variety of evidence had b^en fiated, and 
many circumftarices adverted to, certainly they required re- 
ferences and confiderations which could not take place in 
the prefent moment^ He had many opinions to be adjufted 
before he could pretend to reply, or to give any determinate 
fentiment. As the objecl was of fucA moment, he was re- 
folved not to give any flight, imperfed>, or indigeffed an- 
fwer. Whatever his fentiments might be, they (hould be 
fuch as fhould be the refult of a mature and deliberate in- 
quiry into the truth which every fadl could afford. He was 
therefore of opinion, that as he was affured many befides 
himfelf had heard fa6Vs which muft require reference for in- 
vefiigation into their truth and propriety, the adjournment 
was moft expedient. If, indeed, by continuing the debate, 
there was theleafl probability of really concluding it without 
an adjournment, he fliould certainly oppofe its procraftina- 
tion ; but if, after debating till feven or eight o’clock in the 
morning, the Committee would be then neceffai ily adjourned 
without coming to a vote, he could not conceive any time 
to be loft in the profecution of this bufinefs, to agree to the 
prefent motion. And fuch, he was affured, muft be the 
refult of its prefent continuance. For as fo much time had 
been fo very much engaged by the truly eloquent fpeech of 
the honourable gentleman, and fo many fafts had been ftated 
by him, much certainly remained to be faid either in contra- 
didion or fupport of the fubjecft. So much, indeed, ftill 
would be faid before the Committee could proceed to give a 
decifive vote, that he was convinced the debate could not 
be determined without an adjournment. He therefore con- 
cluded with giving his fupport moft anxioufly for the pre-^ 
fent motion. 

^r. Tex.* Mr. Fox anfwered, that notwithftanding the eulogiums of 
the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Chancellor Pitt) on 
the fpeech of his honourable friend (Mr. Sheridan) yet 
he was affured, in making it the foundation of deferring 
the Committee’s decifion of juftice, hi^, honourable friend 
would nor receive it as the moft grateful tribute to his merit# 
But to admit the right honourable gentleman’s pretence for 
adjournment, would be to eftablifli a precedent very injuri- 
ous to the proceedings of debate. Hje did not doubt but he 
might make a fpeech of as great length as his honourable 
friend’s ; and if they adjourned now in confequence of its 
length, they would be then obliged to adjourn on the fame 
neceflity. Thus from day to day might the confideration 
of the fubjeft be poftponed without coming to a deciflon. 
That he might make fuch a fpeech of length, he had a con- 
fidence in his abilities. He did not mean any particular com- 
pliment when he faid this ; but tha right honourable gentle- 
man 
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imn had convinced the Houfe, oti many occafions, of his 
talents to make a Ipeech of coiifiderable length. As to his de- 
clining to enter upon the farther confideration of thebufi- 
nefs, he was furprifed*to find that he fhould hefitate from any 
diffidence to reply to what had been ftated. He meant it 
not as flattery when he laid that the right honourable gen- 
tleman feldom wanted a confidence to reply to any queftion. 
however forcible in fad>, and irrefiftible in eloquence. From 
this convidlion he had an undoubted right tofuppofe the right 
honourable gentleman could not, from any diffidence in his 
ability to reply, refufe to enter any farther in the? bufinefs. 
But the fad he conceived was that fucli had been the force of 
his honourable friend’s eloquence, that no contradidlion 
could be given. The Houfe were convinced of the truth of 
all which had been ftated. He was affuicd there could not 
exift a difference of opinion on the fubjedl. Such a fpe;pch 
they had now heard as to fetter every powder and inclination 
of vindicating tlie accufed. Indeed fuch was its wonderful 
ability for truth, genius, and eloquence, that he had never 
heard any thing that could compare with it within ^hofe 
walls. All which lie had read and heard of eloquence before, 
vanifhed like a vapour before the fun. In truth, as had been 
flated, nothing lefs than a miracle could produce^its counter- 
part. Such an addrefs to the mind, as well as to the feel- 
ings, he believed had never been before delineated. The fa£ts 
were fo clearly and forcibly ftated, and the appeal to humanity 
was fo irrefiftible, that nothing could withftand its power 
and energy. While it did the greateft honour to the judge- 
ment of his honourable friend, it paid him a much greater 
compliment in fliewing that he had a heart — a heart capable 
of vindicating the rights of the oppreffed, whofe miferics 
had engaged the whole intereft of its fenfibility. All its 
objeft was direfted to the purpofe of bringing cruelty to 
punilhment, and retribution to the injured. It was not a 
fpeech which derived its merit from any particularly ingeni- 
ous or paradoxical ftatements. The reafon it had fo uniform- 
ly convinced the Houfe was from the force of truth which 
it contained. This was what had hindered all who heard its 
wonderful powers of convidlion from faying a fyllable in 
reply. It left the mind exhaufted.of all refourceto oppofi^ 
or confute ; and therefore, if gentlemen, as he was affured 
they did, felt themfelvcs really incapable of contradifting 
one fa<£l, why not give their vote agreeable to that convic- 
tion which this inimitable fpeech had occafioned ? If this 
delay was not a pretence to give gentlemen an opportunity 
of not coming to a vote, becaufe they were determined to 
aft contrary to their own opinions, forme^rom what they 
had not heard, be could not conceive* the '^bjefts bf the 

motion 
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itiotion for the adjournment. What could be obtained by . 
fuch a delay, but merely having an opportunity of prevent- 
ing the operation which the truth and eloquence of his ho- 
nourable friend’s fpeech, fhould, and would otlierwife have 
in conviding the delinquent, and redeeming the debafed and 
forfeited chara£ter of the nation ? With refpeft to the pre- 
tence of adjourning for the fake of deliberation, he could 
not admit in the leaft degree of its propriety. If gentlemen 
had not come with party prepolTeffions and pcrfonal partia- 
lities, they would not hefitate to vote when their minds were 
directed to embrace the caufe of perfonal juftice and nation- 
al honour*^ Whatever might be the prejudices of individuals, 
it was the caufe of humanity, v^hlch demanded a union of 
fcntiment in puniftiment. All fliould unite in giving a vote 
which their minds muft now approve for its juftice, and 
their liearts embrace for its philanthropy. Mr. P ox now 
rblerved, that however he might confider this motion for 
delay ns a compliment to the powers of his eloquence, yet 
inch he knew was the anxious defire to obtain juftice for the 
fippn^fled, vvhofe caufe he had fo honourably to himfelf, and 
fo nobly for the human charafter, cfpoufeJ, that he would, 
much lament of his honourable friend that all his efforts had 
failed of th^r intention. No compliment paid to his merit, 
be was certain, would compenfate for the difappointment 
his heart would feel, in finding all his exertions to bring the 
guilty to juftice, fruftrated by this unexampled delay. Un- 
exampled it was. He never knew of any debate being ad- 
journed, without foine ftrong reafon of neceflity being given : 
either fome points arofe that required references, or fome 
doubts that appeared to the Houfe neceflary to be fatisfied 
by giving a time fufficient for this purpofe. But in the pre- 
fent inftance nothing of this nature had been ftated as an ex- 
cufe. 

Mr. Wil- Mr. Jfllber force exprelled his concern that the right honour^ 

Wrforcc. able gentleman fhould have lavifhed away fuch a portion of 
time uporv mere inveflive; upon infinuations which tended 
much to weaken the efiedl of the honourable gentleman’s very 
able and eloquent fpeech, which be confefled had made a very 
great imprefiion on his mind 5 but that was a reafon fufficient 
iaf itfelf for him to wifh for time to deliberate. Hedefpifed 
the imputation of being conlldered either as the abettor oMhe 
proteaor of delinquency, nor fhould he fhrink from any in- 
veftigation of the reafons which would prompt him to vote 
for an adjournment. Did the right honourable gentleman 
wifh to lead the Houfe captive at his chariot wheels? Were 
they hot fitting there as judges on a queftion of the higheft 
importahee? A oueflion which involved in its confequen :c*s 
the charadter and fortune of one of their fellow fubjedls f Was 
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it not, therefore, fitting in them to deliberate and inveftigate? 

He paid many compliments to the eloquence of Mr. Sheridan, 
which he acknowledged had thrown many new and important 
lights bn the fubjeft ; but though they had in a great degree 
.tended to remove his doubts, ftill he was not ripe for decifion, 
and he was yet afraid to give his votCj left it Ihbuld prove er- 
roneous. 

Mr. Fox obferved, that the honourable gentleman who Mr. Fox. 
fpoke laft feemed to confider every thing as inveftive which 
did not convey the grofleft flattery to his riglu honourable 
friend, (Mr. Pitt.) If he bad ufed words which could be con- 
ftrued to convey inveftive, he was ibrry for it, and he would 
he the fir ft to beg the rteht honourable gentleman’s pardon ; 
hut, on the prefent occafi^on, he was notconfeious of having 
irfed fuch words. It was very true, that he had called on the 
right honourable gentleman, if he had any doubts, to ftate 
them ; for it was, in his mind, highly important to the caufe 
of truth and of juflice, that he ftiould then give his opinion. 

He had ftated too> that all. who knew the right honourable 
gentleman, knew that he poflefled abilities, and that in thofe 
abilities he had fufiicient confidence to be able at an/ time to 
ftate his doubts. In Heaven’s name, then, why did he fhrink 
from the inquiry? Was he afraid to- meet decifion? Or was 
he afraid to truft his caufe to the prefenl* temper of the 
Houfe? He hoped it was a caufe like that of Cheit Sing, in 
which, though the right honourable gentleman had taken very 
confined ground, yet he had Ihewn that he was open to con- 
viilion. He hoped that the right honourable gentleman, for 
the fake of his own chara6ler, .and for the fake of the reputa- 
tion of his country, would, on the fide he fhould take in the 
decifion of the queftion of that day, fhew that he was equally 
open to convi(Slion. Of all queftions^ which came to that 
Houfe for difeuffion, India queftions were, of all others, thofe 
which required prompt decifion ; it was dangerous to truft 
them to the perils of negociation, or the dangers of out door 
converfation ; and he fcrupled not to fay, that an adjourn- 
ment, far /rom affifting, would enfeeble and difgrace the caufe 
of Mr. Haftings. 

Mr. Sheridan obferved, that he Ihopld not have trefpaflTed Mr Sheri* 
on what he was bound to confider as the already too liberal 
indulgence of the Houfe, had he not felt himfelf called .upon 
by the honourable gentleman, (Major Scott) who had charged 
him with wilful mifreprefentatioil with refpeft to Colonel 
Hannay’s evidence. Of the falfity of that charge he appealed 
to every gentleman who hciard hiiti. As far as his own me- 
mory ferved him, he declared that he had ftated that evidence 
fairly and fully : but if he had not, he was perfeiftly ready to 
allow the honourable gentleman every advantage which te 
VoL.XXI. P 
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covAS derive from the depofstton of Colonel Hannay. With 
refpe^l; to the queftion of ad^'ournment, the Houfe would fee 
the propriety of his faying nothing on that fobjeft. 

Mr. Martin faid he had liflened with admiration, and with 
the utmoft attention, to the fpeeeh of the honourable gentle- 
man who had opened the debate : he really felt himfelf on that 
account very much fatigued, and was therefore an advocate 
for the adjournmet. 

Mr. Montague faid that he came down to the Houfe rather 
prejudiced in favour of Mr. Haftings ; but, he confefled, that 
the very mafterly and eloquent manner in which he had that 
day heard the charges ftated, had ftaggered, nay, almoft con- 
vinced him of the juftice of it; however, he was not 
prepared to decide, and therefore he was convinced of the 
propriety of an adjournment. 

Mr. St. John, the Chairman of the Committee^ was then 
proceeding to read the motion ol adjtDurnment, when Mr, 
Sheridan rofe and faid, that if gentlemen really meant to prefs 
If to a decrfion, he did not wilh to take the fenfe of the 
Houfe on the queftion of adjournment. 

The motion was now read, and pailed without a divlfion. 

The Speaker relumed the chair, and the Houfe adjouruecL 

Thurfday^ 8 th February. 

The queftion being moved by Mr. Francis, for the re- 
fimption of the Committee on the Eaft-India charge againil 
VVarren Haftings, Efq. the Speaker left the chair, and Mr% 
St. John took his feat at the table. 

When Mr. Francis was on the point of fpeaking, 

Mr. Dempjler role, and defired that, before the Committee 
fliould proceed upon the continuation of the adjourned de- 
bate, he might be fuffered to trouble the Houfe with a requi- 
fition from Sir Elijah Inipey. 

Mr. Francis now lat down, and Mr. Dempfter ftated, that 
Sir Elijah was waiting without the door, extremely deftrous 
of being permitted to be called to the bar, for the purpofc of 
delivering in a written paper, containing an explanation and 
correftion of (ome few of his anfwcrs when laft examined. 
He was the more powerfully induced to make this requeft, be- 
caufe he had difeovered his errors by a reference to fome pa- 
pers* at home. Mr, Dempfter read the paper, and moved, 

That the requeft of Sir Elijah Impey be granted,** 

Mr. Francis declared his earneft defire lo have the’ paper in 
queftion laid on the table, if it could be done with propriety, 
and confiftently with the rules of the Houfe. That it con- 
ftituted a very important queftion, which he defired the 
Jearned gentlemen oppofite to him to ponfider, whether a 

cor- 
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corre6Hon of evidence given%l a judicial and a criminal pro- 
cfeediog^ after a confidcrable interval from the time when it 
was given, could be received confiftently with juftkre, and 
with the rules eftabliflied, not only in the Houfe of Com-* 
mons, but in every court of juftice, and in all judicial pro- 
ceedings whatfoever. That it was perfeftly true, that he had 
yefterday readily confented to the paper^s being received, 
becaufe he was not at that moment aware of ' the confe- 
’quence, and becaufe he really wiilied to have it: on farther 
confideration he faw the danger of the precedent. That this 
was not a corre&ion of information given, which the oftener 
it was correfted the better, but of evidence offered in the 
courfe of a criminal prcjiecution, the alteration of which 
might proceed from other motives as well as a real convi6tioa 
of the trutli. He believed there was no precedent of fuch a 
correfton being admitted in fimilar circumftances, and there- 
fore, very much againft his inclination as to the immediate in- 
france, and merely for fear of efrablifihing a dangerous prece- 
dent, he mull oppofe the mbtion, 

Mr. Dundas obferved, that in the full confidence that Sir Mr.Pundiis 
Elijah’s explanation was of no material confequence either one 
way or the other, he was happy when the cafe was fo cir- 
cumftanced to lay down a general rule. He then contended, 
that if every witnefs could come one day pnd contradidt 
what he had faid the day preceding, the confufion would 
prove not merely inextricable but endlofs. 

The Solicitor General faid, that the Houfe would be at once The Solid, 
led to a decifion upon the matter, by fuppofing, as a cafe in torCcncidh 
point, that two witnefles were examined the fame day, and 
both agreed. If in that cafe, one came the next, defired to 
re-examtned, and contradidled what he had before faid, then 
the fadls eftablifeed by their concurrence would be let loofe, 
and the talk of adducing evidence could not poffibly approach 
to a conclufion. 

Mr. Dempfter’s motion was negatived* 

Mr. Francis having now rifen a fecond time, was inter- 
rupted by 

Sir William Dolben^ who defired leave to explain and juf- SU W. 
tify his condu£l in moving for the adjournment of the night 
before. 

Mr. Francis at laft was permitted to proceed. He began 
with obferving how often be had been interrupted, and that 
fo many interruptions were enough to difeompofe and em^ 
barrafs a better praflifed fpeaker than himfelf. That, how- 
ever, he had no thoughts of making a formal, regular fpeech ; 
certainly, not a long one. That he hoped the few points 
which he meant to mbmit to the Committee, would appear 
tQ be materiali nocwitihftanding any diforder in iUting them ; 

and 
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and if they did, gentlemea w'^ld undoubtedly give them 
their due weight, and make a’proper arrangement of them in 
their own minds. 

With refpeft to the adjournment, he frankly acquitted Mr. 
Pitt of the intention attributed out of doors to that meafure. 
His own mind, his own fenfe of honour, would not fufFer 
him to fufpe£l: that right honourable gentleman of intending 
a ftratagem fo unworthy of himfelf. That, neverthelefs, 
the effedl and impreffion of the adjournment on the public 
rnind and judgement certainly was, that it was deliberately 
cpntrived to gain time for calling in new power, and that 
power to decide, which had not heard Mr. Sheridan’s fpeech ; 
or, at leaft, to-counteradl: by delay^what could not be refifted 
by argument ; namely, the inftant impreffion made by that 
fpeech upon the minds of all who heard it ; as if the hour of 
convidlion ought not to be the period of deciiion. That he 
had wiflied to pay his tribute of applaufe to that wonderful 
performance at the moment, when the impreffion of it was 
llrong upon him ; that he doubted much whether he fliould 
have been able to do it even then, in the inrtant of feeling, 
nor ihbuld he bq able to do it now, after many hours of re-^ 
fleflion. That to do juflice to the ability, to the iiuluftry, 
to the arguments, and to the allonilliing eloquence of his ho- 
nourable 'friend, would require a power of ability and elo- 
quence approaching to his own ; he fliould therefore leave that 
talk to others ; that he himfelf looked higher — to the moral 
mind, that created and directed the intelledlual power ; to the 
honourable, generous, and virtuous heart, which was the 
true fource of ail thole fplendid efforts and brilliant operations 
of intelleft, which the Houfe had only admired as a£ls of the 
underftanding ; to that he attached himfelf. That he had 
always confidered the human heart as the real fource of hu- 
man wifdprn and folly, as well as of virtue and vice; that 
Therefore the Book of Wifdom, to exprefs the extremity of 
all folly, had declared, thj fool fold in his heart. If this were 
true, the world would meafure the virtues of his honourable 
friend by his abilities ; they would judge of the pure and co.. 
pious fountain by the magnificence of tlie ftream, and give 
him a higher and more honouri^ble place than even among 
the greateft of mankind. That his virtues, and, of courfe, 
hij abilities, fwelled and expanded, according to the occafion 
that brought them into aifion, and fpontaneoully rofe to a 
level with the riew office which they were called upon to exe- 
cute. To hirri, indeed, fhat day had decreed a glorious tri- 
umph ; a triumph independent of viiiory ; and, if defeat were 
poffible, viAbrious in defeat. 

Mr. Francis then entered upon a ftatement and explanation 
of feme particulars relative to the queftion;^ which were not, 

ho. 



A. I787, O E B A T E 1 

he (aitli fufEciently explained, or ihfifled on, and forae of them 
not even undcrftood. He mentioned that the Begum had faved 
the life of her fon, the prefent Nabob Afoph ul Dowla, at the 
hazard of her own. When the.father once drew his fabre to 
kill him, fhe fell down upon him, and thus refcued him, 
though at the lofs of her own blood, for ffie was wounded in 
tile IcufSe. This was an aftion Sujah ul Dowla was very 
capable of, for he hated and defpifed his fon, and fo far from 
leaving him his tr^afures and his perfonal eftate, he would 
willingly have deprived him of his fucceflion — that he heard 
this from Mr. Haftings himfelt Mr. Francis faid, when 
be was at Calotta, Mr. Haftings ufed to affign a reafon for 
bis partiality to the Begum, which he thought at the time 
a very tolerable one, viz> that the Begum had been recom- 
mended to his particular care and protedion by the late Sujah 
Dowlah, in the inoft pathetic manner. That Mr. Haftings 
did take her part in 1775, when, as he faid, (with a view 
to refleft oa General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr* 
Francis) Mr. Briftow, appointed by them, had taken an im- 
proper part again ft the Begum. That the elder Begum was 
. the rightful heir to the Soubadarry of Oude ; at leaft, it was 
through her that the principality came into the ffmily of 
Snjah Dowlah ; confequently flie had a better right to the 
jaghires than the prefent Nabob had to his throncw That 
whereas it was infifted on, that the plunder *0! the perfonal 
property was refolved on by Mr. Haflings in confequence, 
and ns a puniftiment of the refiftance made by the Begums to 
the refumption of the jaghires, it appeared by the pofitive 
evidence of Mr. Middleton given at the bar, that the refump- 
tion of the jaghires was refolved on after the feizure of her 
treafures. 

Here he earneflly entreated the Committee to obferve that 
when all the other pretences by juftifications, fet up in de- 
fence of this atrocious aft of violence, had been refuted or 
abandoned, the friends and advocates of Mr. Haftings had 
been driven at Jaft to the old-eftablifhed refource of tyranny, 
to the common profligate plea oi Jlatc neceffty^ viz. that the 
Company’s affairs, in the middle of the year 1781, when 
Mr, Haftings went up to Benares, were reduced to Inch dif- 
trefs, and all their pecuniary refources fo completely exhauft- 
ed, that meafures of all forts, and any fort, were to be jufti- 
fied, provided they tended to procure a fupply of mpney, 
and an immediate relief to that extreme diftrefs. That, from 
the death of Sir John Clavering, in Auguft 1777, Mr. Haf- 
tings was unqueftionably the matter of^ the Britifii (rovern- 
ment, not only of Bengal, but of all India j and, as he would 
fairly entitled to the merit, fo he ought to anfwcr for the 
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iU confequences of every thing that was done during the ex- 
igence of that power. ' 

That, on the lOth of Augull 1778, Mr. Haftings had laid 
before the Board an official eftimate of refources and difburfe* 
ments, which fiated an unappropriated balance of current 
rupees 2.35.66.000, or about two millions four hundred 
thoufand pounds llerling, which he expelled to remain in the 
Company’s treafury, (after deduding all the probable dif- 
burfements from the expeded refources) on the 30th of April 
1779. From this balance, Mr. Haftings deduded thirty 
lacks for extra difturfements, not provided for in the eftimate, 
leaving a correHed balance of ca(h to the amount of current 
rupees a.05.60 000, or above two millions fterling, which he 
aflerted, and, by all manner of official documents, proved, 
would exift in tne Bengal treafury on the 30th of April 1779. 
— Of what nature then were the fubfequent meafures, purfu- 
ed by Mr. Haftings, which, in fo ftiort a period as from 
April 1779, ^78^^ had not only wafted that great 

furplus, but which forced him to incur a heavy bonded debt, 
and yet left the Company’s affairs in fuch an abandoned ftate 
of penury and di ft refs, as might, with fome colour of reafon, 
he alledged and pleaded in juftiheation of the yarious crimes 
committed by Mr. Haftings for the avowed purpofe of getting 
money, and which were the fubjeft of the laft and prefent 
charge againft him. Mr. Francis requefted the Committee to 
carry this refle<Slion in their minds when they fhould come 
to inquire into the wars made by Mr. Haftings, and other 
caufes of the monftrous wafte of the public property com- 
mitted to his care. 

Mr. Francis offered other pertinent obfervations as to the 
fafts ftated in the charge, and, among others, he quoted the 
following paffage from a letter of Mr. Middleton to Sir Elijah 
impey : I foon found that no real advantage was to be oh- 
lained by proceeding, at once^ to violent extremities with 
•• the Begum ; and that fhc was only to be attacked through 
the medium of her confidential fervants, whom it required 
confiderable addrefs to get hold of : however, we at laft 
cffedled it; and, hy Miing fome few Jevcrities with them, we 
at length came at the fecret boards of this aid lady /” What 
was this, afked Mr. Francis, but the language of thieves and 
ruffians, plotting in a night cellar to break into a houfe, and 
rob^Yome ininocent woman of her property?-— Mr. Francis 
went on with a feries of obfervations, in allufion to the 
fails in the charge. He faid, thaj^lt-was true, bethought 
the Begum had no right to appropriate the produce of the 
conqueft and plunder of the Rohilla country, while the mo- 
ney due tQ the Company on account of that war remained 
unpaid# No opinion of his ever went farther than that. 

Thp 
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The Council never interfered, otherwife than by approving 
and confirming the guarantee given by cur Rehdent to the 
final fettlement between the' Nabob and his mother, on the 
15th Oftober 1775, had already obtained from her 

ateve 6oo,oool. That treaty was a receipt in full, a fecurity 
againft farther demands, and a quietus for ever. Mr. Haftings 
went farther than any Member of the Council, in approving 
that fettlement ; though now he fays, that the whole of this 
tranfaftion paffed under the order and guidance of the Board, 
which excluded him from any (hare in their acSls, equally in 
fuch as he approved, and in fuch as he difapproved I At that 
time, his language was di%rent ; but now, it feems, he may 
approve of an a6t, and vote for it, and yet he is to have no 
(hare in it. Whether he approved of it or not, he was bound 
by the fenfe of the majority, which conftituted the aft of 
Government, In the prefent inftance, the Council were una- 
nimous, and Mr. Haftings took the lead. It was true, the 
Begum, at her own defire, paid a fmall part of the above de- 
mand in goods of different forts. Whether Mr. Briftow did 
right or wrong in accepting of fuch articles, the Counc*i! cer- 
tainly did right in ordering therii to be fold by public audtiou. 
The fufpicion which unavoidably fixed itfelf upon arbitrary 
valuations and private eontra^s^ cannot exift in <he cafe of a 
public auftion. Mr, Middletoffs evidence will Ihew in what 
manner the property of the Begums was fold in 1782, That 
It was true, that he, (Mr. Francis) in the year 1775, had 
exprefled his fuprife that two ladies, locked up in a feraglio, 
ftiould talk of meddling with affairs of ftate : but was that 
any reafon for plundering them of their property ; for robbing 
them of all they had ; for treating them with the moll fcan- 
dalous injufttce, extortion, violence, and cruelty ? Could the 
opinion attributed to him be accommodated to fuch aftions ^ 
And if it could, was it juft to allow Mr. Haftings, who never 
followed his advice in any thing, to flielter himrelf under the 
concurrence of his opinion ? — That thefe unfortunate women 
were, indeed, diicualificd by their fex and fituation from 
meddling in the affairs of government, and perfeftly incapa- 
ble of difturbing it if they would. That the attempt to 
charge them with a defign to extirpate the Englifti out of 
India, was ecjually bafe and ridiculous \ as if it were poffiUJe 
for two old women, locked up in a feraglio, and two decrepit 
eunuchs, firft to depofe the Nabob, their fon and fovercign, 
and then to expel the Englilh, which could not be effefted by 
a combination of the four firft powers of India, aflifted by the 
French; — that this abfurd pretence, in addition to all the 
cruelty and injuftice of the proceeding, fixed upon it a. 
.brand of falfehood and ignominy which would render the 
name of m Enj;lift|[man, in Ana, contemptible as well as 

odious 
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odious for ever. — Mr. Francis, in the cowrfe of his fpcech, 
took occafion to feti Mr. Burgcfs right as to a point he had 
fet out with on the preceding night, namely, faying that Mr. 
Haftings began his Indian career with making the treaty of 
Illahabad, whereas the treaty of Illahabad was made fo long 
ago as 1765, by Lord Clive and General Carnac, who were 
the political opponents of Mr. Haftings. 

Mr* Burgefs rofe next, and, addrefling himfelf to the 
Chair, faid. 

Sir, 

As the honourable gentleman has particularly alluded to 
me in what he is pleafed to fay L aflferted laft night, I rife 
merely Co explain that point. 1 imagined, from the man- 
ner in which the honourable gentleman fet out, that he 
would have anfwered, and, if poffible, have controverted 
fome of the propofitions I then advanced. Inftead of this, 
hefhas thought fit to aflert, that, in the debate of laft night, 
I faid the treaty of Illahabad had been made by Mr. Haf- 
tings. This, 1 am clear, CQuld not have been the cafe, as 
I neither knew, nor had ever inquired who made it. Nor 
was it material to my argument that I Ihould. I mentioned 
it merely to prove, that an aftual treaty exifted, made by 
two powers ^competent to contraft ; which treaty, the ho- 
nourable gentleman himfelf, jointly with General Clavering 
/ and Colonel Monfon, who then formed a conftant and de- 
cided majority in the Council, had broken; and that thi.s 
very circumftance was now included in the charge agninft 
Mr. Haftings, who at that time was in the minority. This 
fa6I, Sir, with others which I alfo ftated, the honourable 
gentleman has thought proper to pafs over. That he has, I 
hope, the Committee will remark, and put the proper coii- 
.ftruflion upon it. 

Mr. Francis anfwered, that he was not upon his trial. 
That when the treaty of Illahabad was put an end to, it was 
a matter of opinion whether the treaty was meant to conti- 
nue for Sujah Dowlah’s life only, or whether it was a per- 
manent treaty depending on no fuch contingency. Mr. 
Francis faid, he hoped, till he knew any thing ill of him, 
the honourable gentleman would prefume well of him, but 
tfie charaders of General CJavering and Colonel Monfon 
ought at all events to beholden facred. Unfortunately they, 
were no more, and hjvd left the weakeft of the triumvirate 
to defend their charaders. 

Mr. JV;V/W/i obferved, that whilft he paid a juft tribute to 
the aftoniftiing eloquence and highly cultivated talents of an 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Sheridan) he muft prefume, even 
inoppofition to all his brilliant oratory, to contead, that 
the^ whole of his fafeinating harangue had turned upon a fal- 

3 lacy; 
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larcy ; the qtjeftion was not wtether the Begnros were in 
aftuall rehellion, but whether Mr. Harftings was given to un- 
cleriland tliat they were fo, in a manner fufficiently plaufiblfi^ 
to induce him to credit the alleged faih Mr. NichoIIs en- 
tered into a feries of reafoning upon the right conftruflion 
of the words ia Mr. Middiet on^s letter, of the 6th of De-“ 
cembter, 1781, and ihe meafurt hreisfore prppofedy which he 
affirmed were to be underftooci differently from the manner 
in which they had been argued in the jfpeech of the mover 
of the motion. Mr. NichoIIs remarkecV that taking the 
Jaghire from the Begums, two women fhut up in a Zenana^ 
'and incapable of managing fuch a property, ibr which they 
received an ecjuivalent, v;as a benefit, and not an injury. 
He aflfo defended the feizure of the treafures, rcfeiTing the 
‘Committee to Mr. Middletotfs letters, and to other docii- 
jnentvV, to prove that the Na!3oh had always co.ifulered the 
wealth as his property, by inheritance. . 

Major now rote, and faul, 
hdr. St. John, 

Before I recjiieft the indulgence of the Committee on the 
of the prefent debate, 1 fhall take the liWty of ot- 
•fering a few words, in reply to the honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Francis) who has juft fat dotvn, and who has tdiii 
von, that I generally pay partlcdfar attentiofi to whatever 
from him. Allufions have been made to publications 
our of this Houfe, and to the means that have been taken 
To bras the Public, mion the impoirtant quettion now under, 
confideration. I have no fcrople to fay, thrit Mr. Haliings, 
inftead of being nserely an accufed, is a perfecuted, a iliiame- 
fully perfecuted rna?^, ar^d that means the znoft indecent, 
means tire moft fctndalous and infamous, have been reforted 
to, in order to prejudice Mr. Haftings in the opinion cif 
thofe parties who divide this kingdom, and who may be the 
ultimate judges of this important queftion. In the firft 
i'peech, made by the honourable gentleman in this Houfe, he 
declared, in the moft fblemn manner, that be ftroufd be 
fbrry to be fufj;7e£le<l of reta’ming a fparkof perlbnaJ ani- 
mofity againft Mr. Haftings.- — Wc are botiz, he added, I 
believe, men of tempers too warm to be capable of refent- 
ments ; our cemtefi' is at an end, and the hoffilita^ it pre- 
duced expired with it.** If it had not been for this fblemn 
declaration, made by the honourable genrietnan, in liis firft 
fpeech rn thrsHoiife^ and afterwards carefullyprinted, jmdpub- 
liftied by himfelf, I fhould be led to conclude, that he was 
the author of a pamphlet, which I noV liold in my hand, as 
the ftyle of the work bears fo near a refembtance to th^ mi- 
nutes and writings of the honoumbie gentlernan. Sir, 
ftlm no compliment, when I fay his %le is a good dnei and 
VbxVXXJ. ' .Tome* 
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fomething peculiar. But,, Sir^ be the author wlio he will, 
I take Upon me to aflirm, that a more fcandalous, atrocious, 
and infamous attempt to bpprefs a man, fliamefully perfe^ 
cuted, was never pradtifed; and the man who did it, has a 
heart blacker than ever exifteU in a human frame. He 
added, I believe, Sir, the Committee is of opinion, that 
I havq a right to read, as part of my fpetsch, anej^trait from 
any paper I chufe. 

As Major Soott was proceeding to read the pamphlet, 
publiflied by Mr. Debrett, 

Mr. Cour- Mr. Courtenay^ rifing to order, contended that it was ex^ 
tenay. ccediugly improper for any member to read, as a part of his 
fpeech, an anonymous pamphlet.^, 

Mr, Fran- Mr. Francis^ expreffing his aftonilliment that the ho- 
^5* nourable gentleman Ihould have thrown opt any infmuations 
calculated to lead the Houfe into an idea that he had written 
the pamphlet in qi^eftion, added, tliat he conlidered the pro^ 
fentbufinefs as too important jn its nature to adinit of un- 
feafonable interruptions by any references whatfoever to 
extraneous mi^^ter. At a future and proper time, he would 
readily enter with the honourable gentleman upon a dil'cuf- 
fion of the fubje<51, and fecond any motion which he might 
chui'e to make for that purpofe; but he now trufted, that the 
Committee would not fu^er an infinitely more momentous 
iiivefiigation to become at all retarded in its necelfary courfe, 
The NJajor now faid, J have already given the reafon, why 
the honourable gentleman oppolite to n^e could not pofllbly 
have written it; and I /hall now proceed to ftate the parts 
I complain of. The author, in his preface to thefe Obfervar 
tions on the Defence of Mr4 Halvings, fays, that the De* 
fence was, by Mr. Haftjngs’ authority, printed, puhlilhed, 
and circulated with uucqmmon rapidity. Tlws, i affirm, to 
be a grofs fallehood; for neither Mr. Haftings, nor any per- 
fon connedled with him, fmalleft concern, either iii 

the printing, publifhing, or circulating that Defence. But 
what follows, Mr. St. John, is of infinitely more confe- 
quence. We all that a parnphlet was publiflied feme 

time ago, which, though not approved of univprfally, has 
been univerfally read, fo niuch fo, that it has gone through 
feven editions, and I undcrftand Mr. Debrett eij^pefts to fell 
twenty tboufand copies of it. Aniongft others, Mr. Haf- 
f:lngs^ or foroc of his friends, h^^ve been mentioned as the 
author; and although the publiflier of the pamphlet has 
publicly ;^nd unrefervedly declared, th^C neither Mr, Haf- 
tihgs, hof any perfou, direilly or indireftly, conne61ed with 
him, wfoite that pamphlet, yet fince the declaration was fo 
publicly ip^de, the author of the work, in my hand, has 

lufeitea the following poffage in his Ohfcrvations. He, 

^ 
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^ (Mr. Haftings) fays Madagge'Sindia has written letters 
in his praife to His moft gracious Majefty, and to the 
Company. Any body elfe would have faid fifnply to His 
Majefty, The epithet, tHoft gracious, is feldom or never 
ufed, but in diredl addrefles, or petitions to the King* 

The affedlation of introducing it in the mentioriof fo uti- 
important a fa< 5 t, requires no comment. But wounds, as 
well as compliments, come from the fame quarter. The 
** fpirit that flatters can infult. The author, whofepamph- 
‘‘ let, as he imagines, is to deliver charadlers to pofterity, 

^ ami whofe education in the fchool of Mr. Mailings is felf- 
evident, has taken upop him to affift, from what he calls 
an intimate knowledge of His Majefty’s characSer f &c* 

As far as 1 have read, Sir, is fufficient for my purpofe; 1 do 
not chufe to proceed, conceiving it would be highly unbe- 
coming in me todo fo: but I affirm, that the mart, who had the 
bafeneis to calumniate Mr. Mailings, and to mention this 
work as coming from his fchool, mull have done it, with a 
knowledge, that he was publilhing a grofs and fcandalous 
fali'ehood to the world; and he mull have a heart blacker 
than ever exilled in a human form. 

The honourable gentleman, who fpoke fo eloquently yel^ 
terday, made ufe ot an expreffion, which I mull beg leave to 
take notice of. He talked of the fer vile dependents of Mr. 

Hallings. I hope, Sir, he does not rank me in that num- 
ber, if fiich there are; but I believe, and I know, that none 
of Ills friends deferve to be fo lligmatized* I left England 
with Englilh bldod in my veins, and, I hope, I have brought 
Englilh blood back again to my native country. Tlie ho-* 
nourable gentleman has, I trull, a better opinion of me, 
lince, upon a very remarkable occalion, he confented to a 
conference with me, which, if it had taken place, might 
have prevente-d that fplendid dilplay of eloquence which we 
heard yellefday in the Committee. The fa 6 l is^ Sir, that 1 
was above twelve years in India, before I had the plea- 
fure to be known to Mr. Hallings, except by dining at his 
table, ill common with other officers, of my own Hand- 
ing. To General Clavering, who conferred a military 
office upon me, at the recommendation of Colonel Cl)ton, 

I always felt and exprelled myfelf much obliged, chough 
equally unknown to him. I mail now take the liberty of 
oflering a few oblervatidns upon the queftion before the Com- 
mittee. The honourable gentleman, in opening it, took a 
veiy wide range, nor do I conceive it can be fairly confider- 
ed, without a view of the Hate of affairs in India, and in 
Europe, as conne£led with India, in the year 1781, and for 
fome years preceding that period. In the year 1775? the 
debt of Great Britain was, I believe, about one hundred and 

Q^i twenty-^ 
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twenty 'five ififtilUons, ft Continued rapid! y fnereaiing^ from 
that unfortunate |>criod; and in the year £782^ it had in*- 
creafed to the alarming, amount of two hundred and thirty 
niillfonsr. In the fame period, a hundred thoufand lives were 
lo/l, a vaft empire in America^ Minorca in Eurojx^, feveral 
of our Weft India iiiauds, and our moft valual)ie fettlements 
on the coaft of Africa, I believe,, Mr, St. Jolin, no hiftory, 
ancient or modern, can afford an inftance of fo rapid a de- 
cline in the profpeiity of a great country.* The flames of 
war, which raged with foinuch violence in Europe and Ame- 
rica, wereextended to Hindoftan; for I afferr, without a fear of 
contradiclion, that the politics of ( Jreat Britain involved iis 
originally in India. An event, which the right honourable 
gentleman truly foretold very early in the American' war, 
when he faid it muft, by its continuation, involve this nation 
in every quarter of the globe. During the progrefsof our 
calamities in Europe and America, I would defire to aifk 
gentlemen, what happened in India? We w’^ere there, it is 
true, involved in \v;u\^, and furrounded with difficulties — 
but how different the conclufion. Did we lole afoot of terr 
ritory in India? So far from it, that we had taken, in the 
courfe of the war, every f rench and Dutch fettlement on 
the continent llindoibin, and were befieging the Frencli 
garrifon of Cuddalore, their only remaining hope, when in- 
telligence of tlie peace in Europe, arrived at Madrasv 
The firft account of that important event was enveyed by an 
exprefs difpatched by mt to Me. flaftings at bis own expeiice. 
'I'he noble Marqtiis, who deierves the warmefi: thanks of a 
grateful country, for ending a calamitous and moft expen- 
live war, gave up, and wifely gave up, the conquefts of the 
Eaft-India Company in India, in order to fave tlie Eritlfii 
pofteffions in the Weft Indies. I would afk gentlemen, in 
what other quarter of the globe could we make ceffions to 
France? In none; for except the illand of St . Lucia, all the 
conquefts we made during the late war, were made in India. 
J have lat in the gallery in other days, Mr. St. John, and 
lifiened with profound attention to the right honourable gen- 
tleman, ^ Mr. Fox) when he has fo ftrongly and fo truly de- 
feribed the calamitous and degraded ftate this country w^as re- 
duced to; I have heard him attribute thofe calamities, and tliat 
degradation to the imbecility, and the indolence of the noble; 
Lord wlio for many years was tlie Minifter of this country. I 
have been informed, tl.at the right honourable gentleman lias 
fometimes in this Houfe, during the late war, exprefled his 
warriieft wllhes for America. Her caufe was the caufe of 
liberty, the caufe of whiggifm, and of the Britilh conftitu- 
tion. A right honourable gentleman, who firft moved this, 
profecution, has been equally violent upon former , occafions 
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sligjmfl: tTw iKiWe Lord, and equally cealous for America^ 
His xcsl ^iice carried hiai fo far as evera pwblicly to avow im 
«his Hoiife, a cor.refpoiodencc with Dofior f ranklin, then 
(declared Toy law a iT-^hel to rhis cotnitry, <on the exchange -of 
a liritiifli ; /Fhe nc:^!© Lord lias, wpow «nany occa- 

fioirs, dedared in th .-i Hoiife, that,?^ imputed outrcaLain it ies 
to the sintemperate Violence of ©ppofitioiii, amd to their en- 
coiragenceM of the cehdllio«a in America — hut that in a very 
few years we experienced a melancholy Treverie.; that from 
feting the ifirft, as well a-s the freefl: nation in the world, we, 
Jn Jefs than levcn years, faw otir empire ditnaerjifeered, and the 
l’c6pk of England i'o oppref&d and borne down by taxes, 
that the moll ceconon^icSl Mini fter will icarccly be al>le, in 
future, to make the income of the^ftate meet its expendi- 
ture; that an a very few years thefc melanchely events did 
^apjicn, xre truths which all parties acknowledge, thougli 
they may differ as to the caififes to which thefc misfortunes ^rc 
to he attributed ; hut that there was blame fomewhere, either 
in the Mini Her, in the officers who executed his plans, or in 
th-ofe who clogged the. wheels of Government, I h2,ve never 
yet heard one man hardy enough to deny. What, Mr. St.* 
John, was tire *eve»t which happened a few fliort mouths 
aifter tliefe naekiiclioly truths were fo imiverfklly felt and 
aclcnowledged. It was ^f fuch a nature, not all the 
fplendid talents, the wit, the ingenuit3r, or the humcrtir of 
tl^e gentlemen oppofite to me, will ever l>e able to efface from 
fthe raiiiick of the People of EnglancL The noble Marrpji^^, 
to w'hora I alluded before, had the good fortune to fave this 
country from total ruin, in the month of January, ^783, by 
leftoring to las the bleilings peace. If the matter were 
(douhtfuVthen, what ifliall we novr pronounce. If after five 
years of peace, this natieri can hardly pay the intereft of its 
public debts, and provide for its various dfabliihments, lw:>w 
could we have home an additionalload of twenty mill ions, ^and 
fuch would l-uive been tlie confcquer.ee of another year of war^ 
Of the truth 01" this the* right hojiourabk gentkman "was fo 
fenfiblc, that not many months previous to the peace, he 
pitbhcly declared in this Houfe, I -mcen, in the Rockingham 
Adminilfrapion, that bad as he had conceived th-Js couiatry to 
be, before became into office, he found it upon examination 
infimtely worfe, and that no peace could be a bad one for 
this country. What was the confcqueiicc of the reftoration 
ctf peace ? An agreement, between long hoftile and contend- 
ing parties, to turn out tfee ncble Manjuis who concluded it, 
and to <e<izc thernfclves the goremmaihit of this cowntry. 
TTie right honourable gentleman who had, in an impaflionefi 
toney declared, in November, 1781, that the nplde Lord, 
who nyan theafi the 'Miififter, hear of his difgi'aceful 

• and. 
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^ rind ruMioiis meafures*at ilifi tribtinal of jiiftioe, and ex- 
plate them on th^ puMlc fcaflald;’^ the fame right honour^ 
aWe gentleman, who then made this public declaration, was 
joint Secretary of State with the noble Lord in Marcli, 
1783. With ecfual indignation, another right honourable 
geiTtlrmaii fpoke of the noble Lord, yet he too upon that 
occafioii, echoed the humane fentiment of inimldtife pla^ 
cabiles^ amlciti^^ Jcf 7 tpctrn^.'^ T ho})e I airi not irregular ifi 
the ground I have taken, becaufe [ mean ftri6tly to apply 
thefe extraordinary and unexpedled changes of opinions and 
meafures to the fubjedi before us, , 

I ain exceedingly forry for the cjiccafion of the abfence of 
the noble Lorxl, as well as for his abrehcc. If I ever have 
mentioned his name with difrel'pedl, I am fine it was unin- 
tentional ; and in what I am now going to aflerr, 1 call upon 
gentlemen on all lidcs of the Houfe to fet me right, Iliould 
i milreprefent what the noble Lord has formerly Hated in 
this Houfe. From the declaration of war with France, or 
rather from tlie time of the delivery of the French refeript 
in March *778, to the momh of March 1782, when the 
noble* Lord it'ligned Ins office, he has avovyed publicly, that 
he fupported Mr. Haftings, and he has alfo avowed the rea- 
fens for which he fupported him. FirH, that it was a fea- 
ion of war, and of great difficulty and danger. Second, 
that Mr. Haftings poueffed vigour and abilitievs; and, third- 
ly, that he enjojred the confidence of the Eaft-India Com- 
pany. In the Rockingham or fucceeiling adminiftfatioit, 
the right honourable gentleman below me, (Mr. Dundas) 
moved, in the nioiith of May 1782, that Mr. Haftings 
ftiould he recalled from the government of Bengal.*^ The 
right Iionourable gentleman alio will corredl me if T mifre- 
prefent hiin. He flat ed, that he moved the recall of Mr. 
Vlaftings, becaufe, in his opinion, he had forfeited the con- 
fidence of the native Princes in India, and could not con- 
clude a peace. It happened, however, that, in that very 
month, and almoft on the day the right honourable gentle- 
man made the motion in this Houfe, Mr. Haftings did con- 
clude a peace with tlie Mahrattas. [ have fince heard the 
fame right honourable gentleman avow in this Houfe, that 
he was happy the Proprietors had refilled that vote, becaufe 
he was convinced ^ ib doing tliey liad rendered a very effen- 
tial fervicc to the Eaft* India Company, and to this country. 
I'lie right honourable gentleman declared aJfo, that he had 
been prefled to remove Mr. Hiiftings for delinquency, but 
that he had declined to do fo, not thinking him a delin- 
cjuent. At another tiine the right honourable gentleman 
avowed, that, by great exertions, by procuring money, God 
kxiftw how or where, he had been enabled to pay the army, 

.which 
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which otherwife muft have orheendifbandeJ* [To 

all thefe aifertions Mr* DundaiJ noded aflent.] 

In the month of March 1783, the gentlejnen who con- 
dudi this profecution, again came into office, with the addi- 
tional ftrejigth of a noble Lord, formerly the Mini iter, and 
his numerous friends. 1 hope the Committee w 411 retrollcdi', 
that the events upon which this charge is founded happened 
in the month of January 1782; that complete information 
of them arrived in England in the autumn of 1782, and that 
in 1783, a report upon the fubjedl the 10th was made by the 
Seledl Committee. Parliament continued to fit till the 
month of luly, and admitting for a moment wliat has been 
formerly hud, that there^was not rime in that leffum to bring 
in a general bill of regulation for India, I fhonld be glad to 
afle, what could be the reafon for not removing Mr. Haf- 
tings ? If the Miniders of that day thouglit lo ill of him as 
tliey now pretend to do, they were criminal for continuing 
him in charge 9f the fird oHice under the Ilritilh empire, and 
for dedroying at the tin e tlie authority of Ins office. They 
bad the power of removing him by a Ihort bill in any ten 
days from April to July. In the month 6f Sdptemlx?r 
i 7 ’ 83 > a letter arrived from Mr. Hadings, in which he ex- 
prefsly dedred the Court of Directors to remove him, and to 
appoint a fuccedbr. Of this letter no nowce was taken; 
and, in the month of November, it was very plainly difeo- 
vered for what purpofes Mr. Hadings had been continued 
j’o many months in office. The right honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Fox) will allow that I date his argument fairly, 
wdien I lay, that when lie introduced his celebrated hill on 
the i8th of November 1783, he grounded the neceffity of 
that bill upon the milinanagement or Mr. Hadings, and upon 
his interHI being fo great in the Court of Proprietors, that 
there were no hopes of futute reformation, without a total 
overthrow of the privileges of the Company. The bill 
paired through this Houfe, but, thank God, was defeated in 
anotlrer. T he nation reprobated the meafure; and I call 
upon gentlemen to declare whethtr the mover of that bill 
w^as founded in his predidlions as to the ruin pr the lofs of 
India, provided his hill, or one fimilar to it, was not car- 
ried? Upon that occafion. Sir, if I had been under any 
apprehenfionfor Mr. Hadings, I might at lead have attempt- 
ed to infure his fafety, and might h*e fucceeded ; for 
fhough it appears by an explanation between two gentkmeii 
in 1786, that I was midaken as to the extent of the ofter 
that I conceived to have been made on the day that bill was 
brought in, (though it is remarkable that my public avowal 
of the tranfaftion, with my name figned to that avowa^ 
wa5 a very few (lays after it happened, and was ne- 

-ver 
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ver contrajfKS'ed I^y arry openly, or aiK>nyTjccc3iolIy ;) yet 
it will be allowed, that rf 'i had bem itraijE, apprchien- 
fions^ for Mr- Mailings,, aiid had- ii?et the Honoiixable gpn- 
itleman? who 05>ened! the* cliarg® yeftercfay,. be wght have 
loft that opportw-nity of diipiaiyiiig Ms* talentSi 

and allofxifhing eloquence, i have now. Sir,, ftaied the 
gromida ,opon which the prcfcnit profev-t ion ftantbi. Tliat 
the fervices^ of Mr. Haftings have been great aiid 
that thofe who rrow profecike lilmy protefted hirrri'n 1776,, 
and continued him m office wliert tlie power of reinovaS 
"was^ m riieir hands m and that the right hoiKJur- 

ahte gentleman who originally moved his. recall, has- pub- 
licly expreflecl IiLs fatrsfaiftioja- that 'be was defeated ki' that 
point, are- fafts of importance, and' ought to- be ht’x>wn r<» 
this Houfe and to tlvir Ptrblic. The lioncia/abie geatlcrnanf 
•(Mr. F rancis) has ftated to the Coaimittfc the lliaire lW-hati 
in the original demand made upon/ the Begutri .md I>e- has- 
hiid, that he gave his o^rinion on the nrrppjprkity of a wo- 
maiV, immured in' a feragliov prefuming to ta’^; cT ;i'p5>oint- 
ing Minifter3,, and goverrring kingdoiii-s f hut that, wn fo* 
doing, he rather meant tojglaiiee at Mr- Halihvge. tbrnthe 
jbbjcdl then- in debate-. It would have- treen fair oiiid can-- 
did if he- had added what follows irv his pni!C*ute. >Vi;tk 
refp'fedl to r&civing^ her irrto* the provincts, 1 fliaB' have 
no objedtibnt,, provided f he cap obtain the eon- 

lent ; without that^ ftie can? Iiave no right to renxjvc; the- 
innneufe wealth /he- pofieffes, or even her owii- porbijn out 
^ of hrs dormniomw’* I appeal to any gentlemiMi in the 
Committee to dt:terrninc whether, if the honourahle- gen- 
tleman who wrote this minute in January 1776,. did not 
conceive, that, norwithilanding the Company’s- guarantee;, 
Ibme power remained iu the- Nabob. Why fav llie had: no 
righ't to remove the imiwnfe wealth flic- polFeffed without 
his .pennidion, if: all' fiitu re claijn-s were- given up? Her Eu- 
nx;cb Behar Ailv Cawix hnei told Mr. Briftow it was 
fed, to provide againlc an emergency. 

It will he imp)fl[ii>Ie to follow the Fionourable' gerrtfemaa: 
who opened this chatge-. All ! ftall pi-efunx? taattemrpt wilt 
be, to detail very Ihortly wliat was ovtr firaation* in Oiufc irv. 
tlie year 1781, what reduced m to- that lituatfort,. and 
tlien to connderipheliher Mr. Haftings was Jilftifiabre- ire 
conbntaig firil to the refirmption of tfe Jaglrires,, aiid af- 
terwards to tfie l^rzure of the treafures. 

In one point afre all agreed, that the province of Oude^ 
frouT having been hi a ftate of prafperity^ was reduced to 
very great diftrds.. 1 affert,. that this diftrefs vras brought 
•upon the country by it^eaftiresy m which Mr. Haftings i^t 
.^ily lud no concern, bat, as the gientleaiea who earned 
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thto into effedl obferyecl to the Court of DirecElors, which 
heoppofed in every ft age. The treaty of Benares of 1773, 
was merely a modification of the treaty concluded at Alla- 
habad in 1765. By the treaty of Benares, Sujah Dowlah 
was to pay two lacks and 10,000 rupees , a month for a bri- 
gade of Britifh troops, when doing duty in his dominions; 
and when Sujah Dowlah died in February 177S5 Mr. Haf- 
tings was of opinion that no new treaty fhould be made. 

The majority, Meff. Clavering, Monfon, and Francis, de- 
termined otherwife, and they obtained from the young Na- 
bob the diftriSs of Benares and Ghazepore, and an addition 
of fix lacks of rupees a year to the former fubfidy. Mr. 

Haftings tljen predidled, as may he (een in the Fifth Report 
of the Secret Committee, that thele conditions could never 
be fulfilled, and that they were inconfiftent with former 
treaties. 

When Sujah Dowlah died in 1775, he left his army from 
eight to twelve months in arrear; and there was a very con- 
fiderable fum due to the Eafl-India Company. 1 refer gen- 
tlemen to the correfpondence of Mr. Briftow in thafe days, 
to prove the wretched and miferahle ftate of the Nabob’s go- 
vernment. In Odlober 1775, he applied for Britifli officers 
to command his troops. I'hefe were granted^ and were un- 
doubtedly the fource of additional diftrefs to his finances. 

With regard to the oppreffions faid to have been committed 
in Oude, and the plunder of that country by Britifh offi- 
cers, I am totally ignorant of the fubjeft ; for myfelf I 
fliould have no objeilion to proclaim the amount of the for- 
tune! acquired in IndiU to -moriow morning at Charing Crofs. 

And 1 can fafely anfwer, that in marching in the command of a 
I'mall detachment through a part of Oude in the year 1773, 
the utmoft that I received was a few bullocks and a rew 
flieep, which were fent to me by Sujah Dowlah; but that 
the avowed and fair advantages of officers ferving in Oude 
on the Vizier’s eftablifliment, were infinitely fuperior to any 
that were enjoyed by officers in our own provinces, is a fail 
of public notoriety, and cannot be mentioned as a refledcioii 
upon any one. Tlie pay of the monthly fubfidy for the re- 
gular brigade, of the corps under Britifh officers, of the Na- 
bob’s feparate military eftablifhment, added to the enormous 
amount of his other expences, had fo gi||atly deranged his^ 
affairs, that the country was precifely in the Hate which 
Mn Briftow reprelents on the aad of January 1777, and 
from that day I date Mr. Haftings’s refpofibility to com- 
mence. I earneftly entreat gentlemen to read that letter 
with attention, and they will fee how truly Mr. Haftings* 
prophetic apprehenfions were fulfilled. His firft meafure 
was tq propofe to the Nabob either to withdraw the Britifh 

V Oh. XXL ^ K ' -officers 
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©fUcers from his fervice, dr to confent to their being put 
upon the fame eftablifhment with .our own army, and to be 
relieved at ftated periods by other battalions. I'o this ar- 
rangement tlie Nabob con fen ted ; nor was it attended with 
any additional expence to him. The Nabob’s dominions 
continued in 1777 and 1778 in the fame ftate as in the two 
preceding years. he debt, when Mr. Middleton took 
charge, was feventy lacks ru[>ees, and was never dimi- 
iiillied until finally liquidated by Mr. Haftings in the year 
1785. In tlie month of April 1779, wrote a 

very Arong complaint to Calcutta of the injuries he fuf- 
tained by the weight of our demands upon him; but Avhat 
is pretty fingular, and to whicli I gentlen^en v/iil fora 

moment attend, he added, that the difficulties he then la- 
boured under lie experienced for three years, that is, from 
the firft adoption of a fvfiem in which Mr. IlaJlings had 
no concern, and the mifehievous confcquence of wliich 
fyftem he had predicled. In the year the Nabob re- 

newed his complaint ; but it is perfectly clear, tliat, at eitlieir 
of thefe periods, Mr. Haflings could not have withdrawn 
the Brififh troops from his dominion's. 

In the following year 1781, Mr. Haftings met the Nabob 
at Cbunar, to this time, he hadprotcdled tlie Begum in the 
poffeflion of all lier rights, under the Company’s guaran- 
tee. 'I'he propriety of refuming the Jaghires under tlie then 
exifting circiimftances feems to he allowed. Upon tliat fuh- 
je 61 , tlicrefore, I ihall fay notliing. It has alreadv been 
moft ably argued. I'he principal j>oint is tlie feizuieof the 
treafurCvS, and the circuinftance *to he proved, in order to 
juftify that meafure, is, that the Begums by themfelves and 
their agents, did openly encourages the levy of troops for 
the fervice of Cheit Sing, and were in a ftate of o])en hoili- 
lity to the Nabob and the Englifli at that period. 

The letter of Mr. Middleton to Mr. Haftings, dated the 
17th of 06 loher, 1781, contains very full and complete 
information, fufficient in my opinion to fix this point beyond 
difpute, that the Begums and their eunuclis Jeuar, and 
Behar Ally Cawn, did publicly raife tropps for the fervice 
of Cheit Sing, in the month of September 1781, and that 
they were as adtive and as hoftile to the Britilh intereft 
at that particular and intereftuig period, as their fituations 
would enable them to be. The important fafts mentioned 
in Mr. Middleton’s letter, were afterwards confirmed by the 
depofitions of Colonel Hannay, Captaui Williams, Captain 
Gorden, and Major Macdonald, as well as by the depofitions 
of feveral native oificers under their command. To thefe 
are oppofed, the letters of Colonel Hannay, and Captain 
rGordon^ acknowledging their obligations to the Begum for 

' relieving 
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relieving Captain Gordon when in great diftrefs at Tanda. 
— Colonel Hannay is ncTmore, but Captain Gordon was in 
England laft year, and is ib ftill I believe. It is an extra- 
ortiinary circiimftance, that he was never called before the 
Committee, fince a ftrefs has been laid upon tliat letter 
whicli it never appeared to me to deferve, and Captain Gor- 
don only can clear up the tua^r* That Colonel Hannay 
acted vvitii proper policy, in te*orizing with the Begum at 
that critical moment is allowed, but why Iier releafe of 
Captain Gordon fhoiild he brought as a proof that file was 
not difaffeited to the Britiih government, I cannot con- 
ceive; for I do hot find that the lionourable gentleman has 
at all attempted to invalidate the depofitions of Colonel 
Hannay. TL'hefe ftated, that his troops were feduced from 
him on the 8th of September, 1781, at Fyzabad — that his 
fepoys were not permitted to enter the town — that troops 
were publicly railed there for Cheit Sing, and in his letter 
to Mr. Middleton of the 5th of September 1781, Colonel 
Hannay writes, that the Begums themfelves had almoft re- 
cruited for Cheit Sing. — Colonel Hannay alfo fwears that he 
reprefented thefe improprieties to the Begum, hut could 
obtain no anfwer. One circnmftance in Colopel Hannay’s 
depofition is moll: fingular and important, that a few days 
previous to his arrival at Fyzabad, a con^mander named 
Sher Cawn, had marched with a thoufand horfe and foot to 
reinforce Cheit Sing. Thefe troops are called Nujubs. It 
k depofed by Cheit Sing’s fecond officer, that there were a 
thoufand Nujubs from Lucknow in Cheit Sing’s army, and 
the commanding officer of our troops took feme wounded 
Nujubs prifoners. This is a moft material confirmation of 
Colonel Hannay’s account, for they are unquellionably the 
fiune men; fmee it is evident Cheit Sing’s officer millook 
Lucknow for Fyzabad, a miftake that might very na- 
turally have liappened. To the various depofitions that 
were taken, in order to prove the reality of the Begums’ 
fhare in the rebellion of Cheit Sing, may be added the ge- 
neral opinion of ev^ry officer who was in that part of India, 
during the month of September 1781. I declare upon my 
honour, I liave never yet met witli an officer with wliorn f 
have conveiTed, who did not confirm the truth of the de- 
pofitions. 1 have been alTured, that by the daily reports of the 
Hercarrahs, who brought inteliigence during the rebellion 
of Cheit Sing, the road from Fyzabad to Benares, as filled 
with troops raifed by the Begums’ eunuchs. If it fliouid be 
obferved, why was not evidence called to thefe points by 
Mr. Haftings, I put it to the honour and candour of gen- 
t'lemen, to confider how the profecution has been carried on, 
or if. there is anv thing fimiliir to it ja hiftory. I could not 
' R o, laft 
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laft year obtain half an hour for the examination of a fingle 
oflBcer, Captain Williams excepted, whofe evidence deliver- 
ed at the bar is moft important. The honourable gentleman 
who fpoke yellerday, talked much of fufFering millions, and 
that the Britiihchara£ter in India had materially fufFered by 
this tranfaftion. I deny both his alFertions, and I appeal to 
fadts, which are of more co^quence I truft, or will be in a 
few days, than meredeclamiSlpn. Will the honourable gen- 
^ tleman* point out a period when the Britilh charadler 
in India Hood higher, than immediately after that he 
alludes to, or than it does at the prefent moment? It is 
a fingular circumftance that fo far from the Begum hav- 
ing ever complained of an injufy done to her, except 
what is Hated in her letter to Mr. Briftow, in Odlober, 
1782, fhe voluntarily confented, as well as her brother Salar 
Jung, in 1784, to contribute a fum of money fron^ the in- 
come of her Jaghire, in order to enable the Nabob Vizier to 
liquidate his debt to the Company. It is now two years 
fince Mr. Haftings refigned the government of Bengal. Has 
any complaint been tranfmitted againft him from the Begum, 
or from* any perfon in India ? Where are the millions, the 
fuftbring millions which the honourable gentleman alludes to ; 
I appeal to fadls, to prove that in no period of the hiftory of 
India was Bengal in a mere flour ilhing Hate, or the reve- 
nues better colledted, or with fo little feverity, as during 
the heighth of the late war. — The honourable gentleman 
has been very profufe of his cenfures ; but I would aflc liiin, 
and I put it to the good fenfe of this Houfe, to fay in what 
part of the world has the Britifli charadler been better fuf- 
tained than in India during the late war. A Britifh officer 
will ever be a rel'pedlable charafter ferve wliere he will ; but 
where have our officers ferved with equal I’uccefs, as in India 
during the late war, or with fo much I'ubftantial fervice to 
the country? 

The honourable gentleman has dwelt upon points that are 
totally foreign to the charge againft Mr. Haftings. — -It is in 
evidence that not only Mr. Haftings could have no concern 
In the diftrefTes of the women of the Khord Mahal, but 
that no Englifli gentleman Had at any time the llighteft con- 
cern with that Zenana. Major Gilpin, who happened to be 
at Fyzabad when the unfortunate women immured in it 
were in fo much diftrefs, did what I am fure every Briti/h 
officer would have done on jhe fame bccafion.— He applied 
for relief, and he obtained it — but it is remarjcable that thefe 
diftr^ffes were hot notified to Mr. Haftings or the council, 
until after the relief had been given. ' 

With regard to the eunuchs and Bober Ally Cawn, 
it is alfo ^ h&i that the feverities prailifed to compel theixi 



A. 1787. D E B A T E S; 

to pay the modoey they had ftipulated to pay, were never 
communicated to Mu Hailings, or the council, until after 
their releafe in 0£lober 1782, and then the particulars having 
been fent as inclofures in ^ letter, were entered upon the 
confultations, but that they were never read by anyone 
member of the Board is evident, (Mr. Haftings was at tliat 
time gradually recovering froi^ a very dangerous illnefs,^ 
fmee, on the 3d of March I783pthe whole Board, Mr. Haf* 
tings, Sir Eyre Coo te, Mr. Wheler, Mr. Maepherfon, and 
Mr. Stables, wrote to Mr. Briftow to know what had been 
done relative to the recovery of the balance, and they or- 
dered that the moft effetSlual means fliould be taken for the 
immediaterecovery of it. • On receiving Mr. Briftow’s reply 
to this letter, in which he refers them to his former account, 
no farther fteps were taken ; nor do I know that the balance 
has been paid or not to this day. 

Having mentioned thefe circumftances, I now come to 
take notice of the arguments of the lionourable gentleman 
on thecontradidioiis that appear in the face of Mr. Hallings* 
defence, whicli in one inftance is very material : but iuef- 
fe 61 ually clearing Mr. Haftings from this charge, f am a* 
fraid I Biall iiicur the rifk of bringing another upon him; 
J mean the charge of difrefpedl: to the Houfe. If it is 
coniidered, however, that when he petitione?! to be heard, 
he had a reply to make to every charge in five day^> ; it will 
ic^rcely be ex|>e6ted that he had not fome afli fiance — indeed 
he has laid fo in the beginning of his reply to tliis charge: 
after faying this, 1 do now declare upon my honour, that 
Mr. Haftings neither wrote, nor read the reply to charge; 
It was very curforily read to him by me, and the inaccuracy 
in it efcupeJ his attention and my own. — He added, a very 
few lines in which no inaccuracy appears, and in this ftate it 
was read to the Houfe. After having faid this, it will be no 
difficult matter moft effeilually to explain this error. Mr. 
HaftingJi’s defence ftates as one reafon for feizing the Begum’s 
jtreal'ures, that Ihe had refifted the refumption of her Jaghires 
with aftual ' force. — No fuch argument was ever urged by 
Mr. Haftings — whether the Committee fhall determine for 
or againft him, the fa<Jl is clear that he has at all times a- 
vow^ed, that he ftrenuoufly encouraged and fupported the 
Nabob infeizing the Begum, in confequence of the aftive 
part fhe tpok in the infiirredlion of Benares — I implore gen- 
tlemen to read Mr. Haftings^ letter throughout, and they 
will find this is the only ground he ever took — ^but the way in 
which the miftake appeared, it is yery eafy to explain — Mr, 
Haftings confented to the feizure or the Begum’s treafures 
on the ift of December, 1781, an^Vf^^d it to be done im- 
ajediately. He prefled the bufmcfsl?^ he repeatedly wrote. 
'■'''■ ^ with 
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with th^e greateft eariieftnefs to Mr. Middleton upon it, in 
the courfe of the month of f)cceiiiber, and threatened to 
go to Lucknow himfelf, unlefs Mr. Middleton would ac- 
complifli this point. The whole month of December pafTed 
over, and it was not until the 8th of January, that the 
Nabob and Mr. Middleton had arrived at Fyzabad. In the 
interval between the 2d of December, and the 8th of Ja- 
nuary, orders had been iflued for the refumption of the Jag- 
hire, and refifted, which the Nabob affigned as a reafon for 
feiziiig his mother’s treafures — but Mr. Haftings’ encou- 
ragement and fupport of that meafure, was originally taken 
up upon one ground, and one ground only, namely, the fliare 
the Begums had in the infurreftion of Cheit Sing, of this 
his correfpondence with Mr. Middleton during the month of 
December^ gives moft ample proof. In Mr. Hafting\s letter 
to the Board of the 23d January 1782, he fays, 'I'his re- 
folution (to feize the treafures) I have ftreiiiioufly en- 
couraged and fupported, not fo much for the reafons af- 
figned by the Nabob, as becaufe I think it equally unjuil, 
and .impolitic, that they fliould be allowed to retain the 
means, of which they have already made fo pernicious a 
ufe, by exciting diftiirbnnces in the country, and a revolt 
againft the^^abob their fovereign.” In my evidence before 
the fele6I Committee in the month of February, 1783, I 
ftated clearly and diftin£lly, that the treafures of the Begums 
were feized, as far as Mr. Haftings was concerned in it, in 
confcquence of their rebellion, during the infurreflion of 
Cheit Sing. In the fame light the Court of Diredlors un- 
derftopd it moft undoubtedly, as appears by their letter to 
Bengal, where they fay, tluU if it Avail appear they were not 
concerned in the rebellion of Cheit Sing, their Jaghires Avail 
be reftored to them. In Mr. Haftings’ inftrudtions to Mr. 
Briftow, dated the 22d X)6lober 1782, he fays, The fe- 
“ verities which have been exercifed towards the Begums, 
were moft juftly merited by the advantage which they 
took of the troubles in which I was perfonally involved 
laft year.^— In fhort Mr. St. John, there are a thoufand 
incontrovertible proofs, that Mr. Haftings had never the moft 
diftant idea of grounding his confent to the feizure of the 
treafures, on the refiftance made by the Begums, to the re- 
fumption of the Jaghires, nor was it ever fo underftood by 
the Direflors at home, or by the Begum in India, fince Aie 
herfelf in her letter to Mr. Briftow, fays, The confpi- 
ration now framed an accufation againft me, of a con- 
du,6I which I never had conceived even in idea, of reivr 
dering afliftance to Rajah Cheit Sing.” 

Mr. Haftings arriv^^^b Calcutta on the 5th of February, 
ijrSa ; and bn the the fame yeffel that carried hii 
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narrative and the depofltiohs, the Governor General and 
Council write, — In order tovpunifh the Begums for this 
daring ill condudt, (rcfifting the refumption of the Jag- 
‘‘ hires) the Nabob refolved to feize her wealth — and the 
paragraph is ftridlly conhftent with the fadl as it happened. 
Mr. Haftings gave his confent to the ineafure on other 
grounds : the Nabob, from what caufe Mr. Haftings knew 
not, became reludtant; at length, after the Begum had op- 
pofed the refumption of the Jaghire, he marched to Fyzabad, 
and the treafures were feized; but the long reludlance of 
the Nabob, and the motives upon which he did refume the 
hiifinefs, after alcove a month'’s delays do not at all alFedl the 
conliftency of Mr. Haftings’ declarations, which, whatever 
tiie determination of the Committee may be upon the charge, 
were uniform : that the /hare the Begums had in the iniur- 
redlion of Chelt Sing, juflified him in encouraging and fup- 
j)orting the Nabob in feizirig her treafures ; at the fame time 
he took e/Fedlual care that they /hould be applied to the liqui- 
dation of the Company’s debt. Every gentleman converlant 
with the mode of doing bu/inefs in India, knows that the 
Secretary draws up the general letter, which is afterwards 
fubmilted for correction or alteration to the fevera! members 
of the Council. As the letter alluded to was dated fo very 
early after Mr. Haftings’ return to Calcutta^, it is highly 
probable that this particular paragraph was written before 
his arrival ; but w^hen you have before you his own letter to 
the Council of the 2 2d of January 1782, his inftrueSlions to 
Mr. Briftow in 1782, the Begum’s letter to Mr. Biiftow of 
the fame date, the Court of Directors’ orders to Bengal of 
1783, and the univerfal notoriety of the faCt, no man living 
can fuppofe that Mr. Haftings ever for a moment thought of 
/hifting the ground upon which he had withdrawn the gua- 
rantee of the Company from the Begum. That ground he 
publicly acknowledged, and the Directors perfectly^ under- 
ftood it. Why the Nabob, w^ho gave his confent on the 2d 
of December to the meafure, afterwards drew hack, is not 
known to this day; but when he did refume his intention, it 
was becaufe they had refilled his refumption of the Jag- 
hires. 

Having explained the motives upon which Mr. Haftings 
aCted, and having fatisfaCtorily, I hope, accounted to*the 
Committee for the infufficiency of verbal evidence at the 
bar of the Houfe during the laft feflion, I now defire to call 
the attention of the gentlemen oppolite to me, to the ar- 
duous fituation of India at the time thefe events occurred ; 
and I am the more defirous of doing this, becau/e I find a. 
very fallacious glofs is thrown upon the fingle circumftance 
©f Mr. Haftings having, in the midft of fiis difficulties at 
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C&iinar, cfFe6ted a feparate peace with Madagec Sindia, 
which in its confequences reftored peace to India at a more 
diftant period. I can affirm nioft I'afeljr, that there never 
was a period of hillory in which any empire upon earth 
was in a more precarious (late than the Britilli empire in In- 
dia, from the month of Oftober 1 780, to the beginning of 
the year *783; and that the /w©/? critical time, even of that 
momentous period, was preciiely at the inftant when Mr. 
Haftings ftrenuoufly encouraged and fupported the Nabob in 
feizing the treafures in his mother’s pofieffion for the liquida- 
tion of the Company’s debt. Whatever gentlemen may 
think in thefe days of tranquillity, warmed and animated as 
they have been, and ft ill arc, by the eloquence of the ho- 
nourable gentlemen, the time of cool refleftion will come, 
and then they will be convinced that India was faved by the 
recovery in the month of January 1782, of the debt due to 
the Ealt-Iiiclia Company by the Nabob. I do n«t defire the 
truth of this fa£t to relt upon my aflertion, but fhall proceed 
to prove it. 

In the month of September, 17S0, the intelligence was re- 
ceived ill Calcutta, that Hyder Ally Cawn had defeated Co- 
lonel Baillie’s detacliment, and that Sir Hedlor Munro had 
found it neceflary firft: to retreat to the Mount, and from 
thence to Ma(iras. In that fituatton, men, money, and pro- 
^•iftons, were required from Bengal, in order to fave the Car- 
natic. But this was not all — at the fame time accounts 
were received that a veryftrong armament was expedted from 
the illand of Mauritius and from France to co-operate with 
Hyder Ally. This armament arrived the following month 
of January, confifting of feven foil of the line, with frigates, 
and a number of French troops. Very fortunately, and 
very unexpedledly, and very unaccountably, this formidable 
force under Mr. D’Orves returned to the iflands without 
irffe^ihg any thing. The right honourable gentleman be- 
low me (Mr. Dundas) has allowed, upon various occafions, 
that to the fpirited exertions of Mr. Haftings in Odlober, 
1780, w^e are indebted for the prefervation of the Carnatic. 
The honourable gentleman (Mr. Francis) quitted India in 
December, 1780, and on his arrival in England he gave to 
the Court of Diredlors a moft gloomy account of the ftate 
of affairs ip India, but fcarcely, I allow, exceeding in re- 
ality the de/perate ftate in which he left us. Sir Eyre 
Cbote got fafe to Madras with reinforcement of men, 
money, and provifiojis. I defire, gentlemen, to read what 
his reprefentations were. He wrote to Mr. Mailings and 
the Council, that his army muft in future be paid, and fed 
from Bengal, and even with every affiftance that could be 
nMotitd hitft, the iffhe would be exceedingly doubtful. At 
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this fame moniertit, Chimnagee Booda, the fori of Moc'dagee^ 
was at the head of a Mahratta army Ut Cottatk, Which had 
marched for the avowed purpofe of invading Bengal, This 
ftorin Mn Haftings averted by the payment of fixteeii 
Jacks of rupees, and by f6 doing he Withdraw Moodagee 
from the confederacy. He fecured the urimolefted march of 
Colonel Pearce at the head of ten battalions 6f fepdys, whd 
joined Sir Eyre Coote before the' fecorid a6llon with Hydef* 
and he efiedtually broke the confederacy that had been formed 
againft us — a fervice for which was condUnlned in the 
year 1782 by a refolution of this Houfe, bht which every 
rational man now fpeaks^of with the fame applaufe that an 
honourable and learned gentleman (Mr. Anftruther) fpokc 
of it in October, 1782, at a General Court. All the money 
that could be borrowed upon bond was borrowed previous to 
Mr. Haftings’ departure from Calcutta in July, 1781^ Wheii 
he proceeded to Benares. Our funds were gone, but the 
public neceflities daily increafed. 

I beg leave to mention a very fingular circnmftance, iii 
order to prove the diftrefs to which we were reduced — Ouf 
army in Bengal was confiderably in arrears. Our inveft- 
ment was kept up by loans ; and in the month of November, 
1781, when it was abfolutely neceflliry to fenfla confiderable 
fupply of money to Sir Eyre Coote, the Council in Calcutta, 
Mr. Wheler and Mr. Macpherfon, could not complete the 
furn from the public treafury, but upon the Credit of a prin- 
cipal native in Calcutta, borrowed five lacks of rupees^ which 
vras repaid from the firft colleftions. Ift Oiide the army was 
fix months in arrears. The brigade at Cawnpore was very 
confiderably in arrears, fo was Colonel Muir’s army in the 
Mahratta country, and vaft fupplies were required at Madras 
and Bombay. Mr. Haftings knew that Mr. SufFrein would be 
upon the coaft early in 1782, and without themoft ftvertuous 
exertions, India was loft for ever to Great Britain. 
tanr as was the peace with Madagee Sindia^ at tlie time it 
took place, I aflBrm that thofe know nothing of India wh» 
aflert, that that event alone deprived Mr. Haftings of the 
plea of neceflity for the ftrong meafure he adopted, ^ if that 
had been his plea;— but whether the feiiure of fifty-five 
lacks of rupees was juftifiable on the ground Mr^ Haftings 
afted, or whether it was juftifiahle bn the plea of neceifiry, 
or whether it is not to be defended on either ground ; of this 
I am certain, and every man vvho knows any thing of India 
thinks with me, that hfty-five kicks of rupees Were not tob^ 
procured by any other means, and that without fuch 
fonable fupply we might at this moment be debatlM hovv 
Mri Haftings (hould be impeached for lofing liidia. me 
;^;im remind the CommiM^of a former fpeech of the light 
-V " S kmou^ 
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honouraWe gentJeman’s (Mr. Dundas), That God knew how 
Mr. Hallings nianaged, but he did manage ibmehow or other 
to raife money, and withoat money the empire' in India nfbll: 
have been Jolt. Gentlemen Ihouid confider that we cannot 
do in India as a Minifter does in Great Jiritain. We cannot 
borrow. a hundred millions upon the ftrength of taxes, which 
are to be a clog upon our remot(^ft ppilerity. Our empire 
in India inuft be preferved by the exertions of the moment, 
proportioned to the danger of tl>e moment; and the honou- 
rable gentlc?nan, as he advances ni Oriental knowledge, will 
difeover, that the man who flirinks from rerponfibility will 
lofe a dillant empire*. Probably it )vill never happen to me 
to be upon lervice, or in a command of any coniequence; hut 
1 protell I fhould go out with fome dcgiee of uncalinefs, after 
the do 6 irines that have been advanced. I have ever under- 
Hood that circumilances may arile, which would render it 
meritorious even to plunder a Mofque, ora Zennna. 

Gentltmen talk very finely in this Iloul'e of what Mr. 
Haftings ought to have done ; that if tl;e neceflity had been 
lb good as 1 have Hated, he fhoukl have got money equally 
from different people — Put how, or from whom ? 7'he Nabob 
owed us a million fterllng — He had neither funds nor credit 
beyond a certain extent — His mother was known to have 
more than a niillion, wl}ich her eunuch had Hated was a 
treafure accumulated for an emergency — a Hate emergency, 
W’hat then is the cjueHiou r Had her conducSl been of fuch 
a nature as to juHify Mr. HaHings for permitting the Nabob 
to feize this money for the Company’s ufe, when the cx- 
iilence of the BritiHi empire depended upon it } 

Before I fit down, permit me to fay a few words, Mr. 
St. John, on’ the patlietic manner in which the honourable 
gentleman has painted the diflrelles of the eunuchs Behar 
and Juvar Ally Cawn. I do affure that honourable gentle- 
man, that I have fern feenes of diilrefs in my own country 
far exceeding any that 1 have feen in India, except during 
the year ot tire dreadful famine in Bengal, in 1770 : but 
with regard to the feverities ufed in the recovery of debts in 
England, it he will vifit tlie King’s Bench, or the Fleet 
prifon, he will find feenes of woe that would wring the 
heart of man, and far, very far, indeed, exceeding any hard- 
ihips .that were fuHainedby thefe eunuchs. Fallow that the 
cuHom of iinprifoning for debt is a horrid one, if it could be 
avoided : but it is a notorious fadi, that men of great pro- 
perty in India will fubmit to a confinement for months, and 
to every fpecies of indignity, if by fp doing they can avoid 
the payment of their debts. I beg pardon of the Committee 
for haying detained them fo long. Much of the honourable 
gentleman’s fp^eeb has efcaped me: but be was almoft as in- 
genious, 
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genious^ though lefs eloquent, ba a former occafion ; I mean 
in the debate relative to the Uehli negociations. Later infor- 
mation muft have convinced him, that all his ingenious rea- 
Ibning at that time yielded to the matter of fadl, which was, 
^as I plainly ilated, that Major Browne had concluded no 
treaty with the Mogul. The prefent quefliori is pcrfedly 
clear, in my opinion. Mr. Mailings, adling from undoubted 
information, took a ftrong meafure relative to the Begums, 
and procured in one month' a payment of fifty-nve lacks for 
the Company. Upon fuch grounds, if the Houfe of Com- 
mons of Great Britain fhould be of a different opinion, I hope 
they will in their juftice repay this money to tlie Begum, 
which, with the interc^l upon it, will amount to a million 
llerling, and that they will applaud Mr. Haflings for an a6c 
which preferved India to Great Britain. 

I muft beg leave to mention one circu.mftance more which 
has been moft unfairly ftated, and the moft uiiwarraiitable 
inference drawn from it. Mr. liaftings in September 1782 
received a prefent of ten lacks of rupees in bills from tire 
Nabob and his miniiiers, drawn upon the houfe 0/ Gopaul 
Dofs, the firft banking houfe in Hindoftali. Though the bills 
w’ere accepted, they vyere flowly paid, owing to the confu- 
fion of the times, and to Gopaul Dots, the l^ad of the houfe, 
being then a prifoner with Cheit Sing. By the firft difpatch, 
the Nancy, the lame velfel which carried home Mr. Bai- 
tings' Narrative, he ftates the circumftance to the Court of 
Diredlors: he applies the money to their ufe; and knowing 
that they had on former occafions rew^arded their fervants, he 
has tlie^ prefumption to afk them to conlider l>im, and to 
give him this money wdien they can better fpare it. Here is 
the plain matter of fadl; and it has not the llighteft connec- 
tion with the fubtecjuent feizure of the Begum's treafures; 
nor was the money paid from the produce of thofe treafures : 
it was paid by bills drawm in September 1781, accepted ilt 
that time, paid by the banking houfe of Gopaul Dofs, and, 
in fadl, as th^' money was received, it was carried to the 
Company's credit. 

There is but one other circumftance that I lhall mention 
to the Committee before I fit down. A ftrange ftrefs is laid 
upon this point. That the Court of Diredlors fent an order 
to inquire into the guilt or innocence of the Begum at the 
time of Cheit Sing’s rebellion, and that Mr. Haftings de* 
dined to carry that order into efie£l. The order arrived in 
Calcutta, in Aiiguft, when the whole Council were ftrohgljr 
united againft Mr. Haftings. Mr. Wheler, profefEng 
firm belief that jhe Begums had been concerned in the re- 
bellion, from all the information which he had been able to 
tabtain from perfons perfedlly impartial-^Ui he prdpofed an 
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inquiry. There it reftcd, and at the end of twelve days, Mr^ 
Stables took it up. He pfdpofed, that the Refident at 
Cude, and the coinn^anding officer, fliould be ordered to in- 
‘ quire into the truth of the reports of their difafFedlion, 
Mr. Hallings oppofed it unneceflary, but faid, that if an 
inquiry was to be made, it ftiould be from all perfons capable 
of giving information, Mr. Macpherfon alfo oppofed the 
inquiry, and profeffed bis convidlion that they had taken an 
active and a hoftile part againft us during the rebellion of Cheit 
Sing; but he propofed that a letter Ihould be written to 
them exprefiive of the favourable fentiments of the Com- 
pany towards them; and Mr- Macpherfon plearly ftated, 
that the words of the Court of Director’s letter, which he 
had conltrued to be an order, did not appear fo upon re-perur 
lal. Mr. Haflings afligned unanfwerable reafons why it 
would be improper to write fiich a letter. Theie were, that 
no complaint had ever been made by the Begums; that they 
were then ou very good terms with the Nabob, their fon, 
and grandfon, and that fwch an inquiry could anfwer no one 
good ^n<l* Mr. Macpherfon gave up the point, and the 
Council, though all united againft Mr. Haftings, dropped it. 
They had the power to make the inquiry; Mr. Haftings de- 
fired, if they dif}, that it might be from all perfons capable 
of giving evidence — they did not make it. There was no 
order from the Court of Directors to make it, according to 
their conftruftipn of the letter; and it is plain, they con- 
ffrued it right, iince neither the Court of Directors, nor 
the Board of Control, ever thought of fuph an inquiry, 
from February, 1783, to this day. But I will tell you what 
they have done, Mr. St. John; the Court of DireCfors and 
the Board of Control have fully approved of all Mr. Haf- 
tings did in Oude, and they have pofitively ordered, that his 
final arrangement with the Nabob Vizier ibould be inviola- 
bly adhered to. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor PJu remarked, that even frona the earlieft 

cellar Pitt, period of an attempt to inveftigate the important charges now 
in queftion, he had confidered the matter in a light ferious 
beypnd deicription, moft deeply involving, not alone the ho- 
nour and charader of the Houfe but the integrity and reputa- 
tion of the party accufed. It therefore behoved the Com^ 
mitttee to deliberate y/hh the greatell terpper, and not to 
decide in any one ftage of the bufinefs without having pre- 
vioufly made the fullcft inveftigation of every fai( 9 t ftated in 
each particular charge, and a careful comparifon of the whole 
pf the evidence adduced, with the fafls charged, both in 
fayour of the criminal at the bar, and in fupport of the ac- 
pufation laid againft him ; fo that gentlemen might give their 
votes uDOfi the fiilleft ronvii*^tAn nf their fulfilling their duty 

con^ 
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confclentioufljr, honeftly, and juftly# He had the fatisfac* 
tion tp know that this had been the line of condndt which he 
had piirfued from the moment that the fuhjedl had been firft 
fubmitted to the coufideration of Parliament, and as he had 
ever been of opinion, that the charge relative to the princeffes 
of Oude, was that of all others, which bore the ftrongeft 
marks of criminality and cruelty, fo he had been peculiarly 
careful to guard againft the impreffion of every fort of preju- 
dice, to keep his ntind open and fit for the reception of that 
which could alone fairly and confcientioufly eftablifli inno- 
cence, or bring home convidlion of guilt ; and in order the 
better to enable himfelf to decide with fafety, he had, with 
the utrnoft minutenefs and* attention, compared the charge, 
article by article, with the evidence adduced at the bar in 
fupport of each, and with the various minutes and letters 
brought before the Houfe, or any where to be found within 
his reach : happy, indeed, he declared himfelf, that the Com- 
mittee bad not obliged the debate to proceed the preceding 
evening ; for, he made no fcruple toconfefs, that he was then 
prepared togiveliis fentiments upon the charge with •much 
greater fatisfadtion to himfelf, than he could have done the 
preceding night. Confcious that, he had no other view in 
wifhing for tlie adjournment, than (what every gcptlcmcn wha 
meant to fpeak on the fubjedt, mull haveMn common with 
himfelf) an anxious defire to enable himfelf to fatisfy his 
own mind by a comnarifon of the different fentiments he 
had heard that day with each other, in the firft inftance, and 
with the opinions he had formed before, made him indifi^rent 
to thofe fuggeftions which were thrown out, as if there was 
fome finifter motive in his breaft which prompted him to fup- 
port the queftion of adjournment. He faid, he alluded not 
to any thing that had fallen from a right honourable gentle- 
men oppofite to him, becaufe he did not believe that any 
thing from hiin would bear fuch a conftrudlion ; indeed he 
was fure if it would, the right honourable gentleman would 
not have declared that be meant x)ot to throw out fuch an im- 
putation. The charge had been brought forward in a manner 
altogether fo unprecedented, as far as eloquence and abilities 
were concerned, that it was an additional reafon for his feel- 
jng himfelf happy at the interval and paufe that had been 
afforded the Committee, fince it gave him an opportunity of 
coolly weighing and contidering^ the arguments that came 
^ith fuch irreliftible force from the honourable gentleman 
iwho had yefterday introduced the motion, and of; examining 
with more fcrupulous -inveftigation, than he could poffibiy 
have done while he was under the immediate imprefiion they 
had made upon him and upon the Committee in general; and 

ft WM with great cafe to himfelf tl^t he cpuld rife and 
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declare, that the refult of this deliberation would be a con- 
currence ^wrth the queftioii.; but at the (aine time that he 
iiiade that declaration, he thought it neceflary to fay, tliat 
altliougli, for the reafons he Ihould flate, he meant to vote 
with the honourable gentleman, yet he wi Hied it not to be 
underftood that he acceded tp the whole of tlie grounds of 
sccufatipn contained in tlie charge, or the inferences, that Irad 
been drawii from them. There were parts of tlie charge 
that fo far from appearing to him to be masters of impeach- 
ment, he could fcarcely agree to confuler them as matters of 
accufntibn : but, concurriiig as far as he did, he fliould be 
afhamed if he did not Hate the reafons upon which he had 
formed his opinion, and that he \Vould do in as few words 
as poffible. ' liTthe firft place, he Ihould lay wholly out of 
the cafe, all the unnecelFary articles of the charge, and come 
at once to the great tavSl, that of permitting the refumption 
of the Jaghires to the Nabob Vizier Afpoph Di Dowlah. He 
entered here into a diflin£lion of the degree in which this fatffc 
differed from all the others of this charge, hand pointed out 
how far it was or was not a matter of acci fation. He Ipoke 
of the treaty entered into by Mr. Briftow in 1776, and traced 
all the fubfequent proceedings with the Nabob down to tlie 
treaty of Chunar, pointing out the fituation in which the 
‘Company ft6od as guarrantee of the treaty in both inllances, 
and expatiating with great warmth and energy of the nature 
and duties of that fituation. He next mentioned the felzing 
upon the treafures of the Begums, as theilill greater and more 
important part of the accufation ; and in order that the Com- 
mittee might the more precifely underlland tlie circumftances 
that tended to confirm its being of great weight as a matter 
of criminal charge, he called their attention to the particular 
period of time in w^hich it was firft mentioned, that in wliich 
proceedings of any fort took place upon it, and that when it 
was carried into execution — He flated the difference between 
the two fa 61 s, the refumption of the Jaghires, and the feize- 
ing upon the Begums^ treafures, and faid, he greatly feared 
it would be found that the latter meafure was never thought 
of till the former was about to take place, and that no good 
caufe could be afllgned to juflify tlie latter’s having been 
executed. This he was rather apt to believe, as it appeared 
to him that the complaint of the Begums being in refiftance 
on account of the taking of the Jaghires could not be true, 
as the would turn out that the treafures were firft feized. 
He contended that as to the refumption of the Jaghires, there 
were fituat ions in which that might be juftified ; ina country 
with ,a free conftitution like Great Britain, they all knevy 
that grants of the Ctown, and even the private freehold of art 
individual, could, in certain cafes, taken away ; and furcly 

principles 
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principles of jiiftice that would* apply here, might without 
any violence apply in a country the conllitulion of which 
was not fo free. He inftariced the patent places in the Au- 
ditor of the ImprelVs Office, lately aholifhedi and a variety 
of other patent places aboli/hed, where it was thought they 
flood in the way of public convenience. In Scotland the 
Heretable Jurifdiiftions had been, in like tnanner deflroyed, 
and fo in India upon an equivalent given, the public con- 
veniencies^ might require that the Jaghires fhould be re- 
fumed; indeed when it is conhdered that the difturbances of 
Oude had been notorioufly owing to the number of indepen- 
deiTt Jaghirefliips, as a measure of vigouFj and to reflore go- 
vernment to its authority, fuch a ftep, on grounds of policy 
and public lafety, might he juflifiahle. Mi\ Pitt now return- 
ed to the feOond great point, the fafl of having feizecl the 
Begums’ treafurcs. There were two views, in either of which 
it was poffihie to make out a defence for Mr. Ha, flings, pro- 
vided it were in his power to eflablifli the grounds of juftifi- 
cation; one was, if it could he made out that Mr. Haftings 
had feized them as a fine or forfeiture, with a view to»penaI 
proi'ecution, and as an example of juflice ; the other, the 
ground of flate neceffity ; but as that was a plea of infinitely 
greater latitude than the other, fo it required tr^be the more 
clearly afcertained and eftablifhcd. With regard to the firil, 
had they been feized with a view to puniihment, as an ex- 
ample of neccflity,. the feizure muft have been preceded by 
a procefs, and have gone through fome forms, becaufe judi- 
cial proceeding had their indilpenfable forms in all countries, 
however difterent the forms of judicial proceeding might 
be in one country to what they were ixi another. The other 
view, that of neceffity, %vas a view which called for nice 
afcv rta’n linen t ; the fize of the emergency muft he proved, 
or at leaft it muft be proved that Mr. Haftings ejther law, or 
thought he faw, a ftorm gathering round him, and he was 
hound to make out that’ fully and fufficiently. Having 
flated ihefe two ways in which the feizure of the treafures 
might be defended, Mr. Pitt argued each, and put them into 
a variety of different lights ;, but, he faid, it was clear that 
in the cafe of Mr. Haftings there was not the fmalleft trace 
of either to he difeovered. 

With regard to the report of the Begums having lieen in 
rebellion, the letter that firft led at all to fuch an idea, was 
one written by Mr. Middleton, and dated Otftober 17, 1781, 
which upon the face of it, appeared to be highly in. favour of 
Mr. Haftings. He read the words to which he alluded, and 
mentioned, that it was wHtten juff after Mr. Middleton had. 
returned from Chunar, where he had been with Mr. Haftings, 

; and contained fome copies of letters from Colonel Hannay, 
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In this letter of Colonel Hannay^s, it was hirited that there 
were reafons to fufped that there was a general plan of trea- 
chery on foot; no farther notice, however, was taken of this 
for lome weeks, and then afterwards an order was fent to 
Mr. Middleton to inftitute an inquiry; but it was remarkable 
that an order to carry the feizure of the treafure into execu* 
tion was fent at the fame time. Mr. Pitt commented on 
thefe faffs, and upon the affidavits annexed to Mr. Haftings* 
pamphlet, ftating what material information was to be found 
in thofe affidavits. He reafoned upon the bare poflibility, 
but grofs improbability, of the Begums being in rebellion, 
and mentioned the prefervation o^ Captain Gordon at the cx- 
prefs inftance of the Begum, as an incontrovertible proof of 
the attachment of that Princefs to our interells. Mr. Pitt 
particularly animadverted on the time at w^hich this event 
liap^ned, and owned that he had been inclined to believe^ 
that the circumftance took its rife in affefled lenity, having 
underflood that news had reached the Begums of the fuccefs- 
ful afpeft of our affairs juft before Captain Gordon’s danger, 
and ^at they, in confequence, were anxious to wear away 
the remembrance of their treacherous intentions as foon as 
poffible, and therefore gladly feized on the occafion of aftbrd- 
ing protetlicyi to Captain Gordon ; but all this opinion, he 
was now fully fatisfied, had been ill founded ; he now knew 
that the Begums, fo far from, at that time, thinking our 
affairs wore a profperous appearance, were not undeceived as 
to the report of Mr. Haftings* difafter, and captivity at Bena- 
res. Their pure zeal and attachment therefore was unquef- 
tionfllble, and, that once admitted, all doubt of their being 
ready to join, or in ad^ual confederacy againft us with Cbeit 
Sing was in the higheft degree improbable. One circumftance 
feemed indeed a confiderable aggravation of the fafl of feiz- 
ing the treafures of the Begums, and that was, the making 
the Nabob the inftrument. A fon the inftrument of robbing 
his mother J With regard to the manner of feizing the tre.i- 
fures and perfons of the Begums, and the cruelties praftifed 
on their Minifters, of thofe charges he acquitted Mr. Haf- 
tings entirely, fince there was no evidence to prove that he 
either took any adlivc part in enforcbig either, or knevy any 
thing about them. Another circumftance had arifen which 
be confideted again as an aggravation of the crime of Mr. 
Haftings ; and that was, his ftifling the order of the Court of 
Direftors, his Mafters, when they fent over an order for a 
revifion of the proceedings at Fizabad. That inquiry Mr. 
Haftings prevented. ,Mr. Pitt declared that he agreea with 
the nonourabJe gentleman (Mr. Sheridan) in maiiy parts of- 
his argument, in feme of which he had given him a new view 
of particular tranfa£lions ; but there was. one thing that 
I • maiked 
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marked his fpcfecli, that he thoug^ht rather wrong,' and if he 
had not perceived that it arofe from real feeling, he fliould 
have endeavoured to have checked him at the moment ; he 
alluded, he faid, to the too great warmth and perfonal feve- 
rity with which he fpoke or the party prtncipally interefted 
in the proceedings. Were a great man, in the true fenfe of 
the cxpreflSion, entrufted with the government of a country, 
and, at fome critical period, reduced to the neceffity of rilk- 
ing all for the public, if he could not willingly confent to 
hazard his charafter, his honour, nay his life, for the fervicci 
of thofe .whole welfare and happinefs it is his duty to prefide 
over and fecure, he was unfit for his ftation, and ignorant of its 
fiift and greateft obligatibrt. Such a man knows not what 
j.ublicdlity is, nor can he have felt what public virtue is. Had 
Mi. Haftings been able to prove that he had adled on fuch 
principles in Oude, the Chancellor of the Exchequer declared, 
that, though he might have lamented his errors and their 
confequences, he would not have withholden his applaufe, 
his fupport, and his renumeration. After paying compli- 
ments to Mr. Nicholls for the intelligent manner in which he 
ulually delivered liis opinion, and to Major Scott for the ac- 
curate and minute information he was always prepared to 
furnifii the Honfe with on Eaft-India fubjrdfs, he took no- 
tice of the contradiftions evident between the different defen- 
ces of Mr. Haftmgs, and his letters wiitten in 1781 an^iySfi, 
and declaring that he had endeavoured to fufFer thefe circum- 
fiances to imprels his mind as little as poffible, becaufe it 
was no cringe in a party accufed to make a contradi&ory or a 
weak defence. Thefe contradictions, however, could not 
but occafion ibrne jealoufy, to fay no worfe of them ; and he 
muft add, that he thought fome of the means of defence re- 
Ibrted to, very unworthy means indeed for a great man, on 
luch an occafion, to make ufe of. 

Mr. Sheridan having faid that he entertained too grateful a Mr. 
fenfe of the liberal indulgence with which the Houfe were ‘I 'u. ^ 
.plcsiied to honour him on the preceding day, to think of 
trefpaffing at prefent, for any length of time, upon their 
patience, added, that feveral gentlemen had done him much 
greater honour than he deferved; but he could not but feel 
and acknowledge it to be a wmpliment when the right ho- 
nourable gentleman was pleated fo far to flatter him, as to 
fay, that the arguments he had taken the liberty of troubling 
the Houfe with, when he made the motion, had in any de- 
gree contributed to fix his vote in its fupport. Of fuch a 
compliment he was indeed proud, becaufe confeious as he 
was that he flood up in a good caufe, the advocate for mil- 
lions, and the advocate fprAriCl juftice, to (md he was like- 
ly to prove fucceflfaj, coujd npt but kffoxi him the moft for 
V0L.XXL ' ^ W 
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iid fatisfaftion. He was. the i^ore happy al^, as^ ifhe right 
honourable gentleman, by his qondudl,. had.provbd, (what 
he ftiould always be happy to bear witnefs to) that however 
the right hpnour*tble gentlenran, and thofe Avith whom he 
a(Sed, had differences, and fometiines warm altercations, on 
various political pccafions ; yet, when a great national quef- 
tion that called for the aggregate fupport oi\ Parliament fell 
under confideration, their political and party diiferences 
funk into petty jars, and tlie right honourable gentleman, 
laying afide all party confiderations, was ready, in an open 
and manly way, to oomc forward, and prove himfelf aMi- 
nifter, who felt for the honour and^'harailer of that Houfe, 
and for the honour and charailer of the country. With 
regard to the objecSlion the “right honourable gentleman had 
taken, at his haying, as the right honourable gentleman 
thought, expreffed him felf rather too warmly rerpeiting the 
individual principally concerned in their prefent proceed- 
ings, he was extremely forry if that had been the cafe. He 
neither felt nor profeffed to feel "any malignity againft Mr. 
Haftings. Thofe who knew him nioft intimately, he be- 
lieved, indeed, he might, without vanity, fay, knew that 
he had no malignity in his compofition, and that be was not 
capable of feeling fuch an unworthy pafllon againft any man. 
Ah honourable gentleman, who had fpoken early in the de- 
bate, amidft a variety of‘extraneous matter, had thought 
proper to meiuion a converfatioh oiice more,' which once l5e- 
tbre ikien hiehti6ned‘in- that Houfe, at which he was a 
little fuVprifedj^^afthe Committee w-ould, without doubt, re- 
collect tntlt the/honoui able gentleman had beeniinderthene- 
reffity of iic'knbwledging that he had been miftaken in fome 
of hjs' moil effent ini particulars. If the reafon pf the ho- 
nogpble gentlemen’s allufiDn of that day had been owing to 
fx pnrt of his fj^ecb thie preced when he had talked 

;<of Mr. Haftings’ dependents, he alTured the honourable 
gentleman, upon his iTonour, he did not mean him. When 
he ftood yp in that Hclufe the public accufer of Mr. Hallings, 
lie fliould be apiamed, indeed, if he could be thought ca- 
"pable of alludihg to any gentleman w^ho had a right to a feat 
in arid call the friend pf Mr. Haftings. 

The hbnpurable gbntlemari had' that clay faid he was under 
obfigatioas that being the cafe, his mo- 
tives far a:ttddbinent to* Mr. Haftings were truly honourable, 
firatitiide wai a virtue, amiable even in error. There was 
fomethibg in tlie frame of fhe mind of man which apcorded 
with grateful feelings, .>nd where the heart owed an obliga- 
tion, the judgement could not, be r^cute. Far be it from 
then tp find ftiult witll any honourable gentleman ivho 
afted ilpon fp noble, fo prAfe- worthy a prijKii>te. Mr.She- 
i. . • ridan 
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ridan now added, that, after the vote of that day. Mr. Hafi 
tings and the Honfe would be at jffue. The bufinefs niufi 
then be removed to the proper tribunal, and he begged lit 
the interim that gentlemen would recolledt (for they feemed 
a little to forget) that their votes upon the difl:ih£l charges 
did not go to make Mr. Haftings a criminal, and they were 
not acting as judges, but as profecutors. The judgement- 
feat was placed elfewhere, and if Mr. Haftings fhould beJ ac- 
quitted, unworthy, indeed, /hould he hold that man who 
either within or beyond the walls of Parliament coiifidered 
Mr. Haftings otherwife than innocent. 

The Solicitor General fiiid, that he could not vote for an The 
impeachment, whatever , he might think of the criminality 
proved in this charge; and therefore, without entering at 
all into the confideration of the merits of the motion, he 
would not vote upon it. 

Mr. Fdvjittart read a part of Mr. Haftings’ letter of Mr. Vanfit* 
1782, to prove that Mr. Haftings had fent the Diredtors at ^ 

home an account of his having received the prefen t of 
100,600 1. and that he meant to carry it to their account 
before he had received any of the money, which he confH 
dered as an unanfwerable reply to the arguments urged by 
Mr. Sheridan on the preceding night, touching the ptefent 
he received at Chunnr. Mr. Vanfittart contending, that re- 
leafing the Nabob from his guarantee was no crime. 

Mr. Fox obferved, that when the charge relative to Gheyt Fok. 
Sing was difeufled, their votes had been the fame, but their 
arguments had differed exceedingly. Now, that they ap- 
peared to be but trifling, and not more than one or two ill 
number, it would l^e ealy for him to ftate in what refpedl 
they differed. A right honourable gentleman (Mr* Pitt) 
had thought proper to remark, that he v/Quid pafs over the 
contracliftions in the different defences of Mr. Haftings, and 
confider them as mere matter of jealoufy ; but he (Mr. Fox) 
begged leave to remind the right honourable gentleman, that 
the falfe accounts of tranfa^lions in India fent home to the 
DIreftors by Mr. Haftings in 1781, and which were now 
acknowledged to be talfe, was in a fervant of the Company, 
of itfelf, \n his opinion, a matter highly criminal. Another 
thing had fallen from the right Iionourable gentleman, which 
he could not confenr to, and that was this : the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had (aid, Mr. Haftings wa> not anivver- 
able for the manner of elfedting his orders to fei/.e the trea* 
fures of the Begum, or for the feverities praflifed on their 
Mlnifters; that he muft deny. Whoever in Oreat Britain 
cliredled a felony to be committed, he was^’^'anfwerable for 
all the confequences. Mr, Haftings gav^ 
plunder of the Begums, he diredled it to be ckrrmd into ef- 

T 2 
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fe(£V> and he was anfwerablc* for all the confeqticnces* An 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox obferved) had talked of Mr. 
Haftings fending home advice of the prefent he received to 
the Dire 6 l:ors. Undoubtedly he did fo, but how ? He wrote 
home word that the lum was too large to be concealed; that 
he had put it to their account, but he beggeJ'of them to let 
him have it forhimfelf. Mr. Fox commented on this, and 
then faid, the right honourable gentleman talks of rcleafing 
a guarantee, as if it were a flight matter. What, violate 
the folemnly-pledged faith of the Company, bre.ik a guaran- 
tee, and call it a trifle ! The adt was in the higheft degree 
criminal. 

Mr. Demp- Mr. Dempjlcr obferved, that his ideas concerning the dc • 
fence of Mr. Haftings were (he was well apprifed) fo dif- 
ferent from the fentiments of other gentlemen, that they 
were more likely to injure thofe he meant to I'erve, by being 
ftated, than to ferve them ; for this reafon he had hitherto 
generally given afilent vote upon the days when the charges 
had been heard ; hut as he now fofefaw he llioiild vote in a 
minority, he would venture to declare why he thought Mr. 
Haftings ougin not to be impeaclied. Mr. Dempfter tlieii 
faid, that wiien this country granted a power to the Eaft- 
India Company^ to condudk the government of their territo- 
ries in India, they authorifed the fending out Governors to 
a£i at diferetion as the neceflity of the cafe required ; and 
unlefs it could be proved that they adled from motives of 
perfonal corruptuefs, for what they did upon the principle 
of State neceflity, they ought not to be held amenable ; for 
Governors exercifing power at fuch an immenfe diftance as 
India could not be called to account like Britilh Minifters at 
home. Mr. Dempfter juftified the treatment of the Be- 
gum’s eunuchs, by faying the cuftom of the Eaft fandlioned 
fuch feverities ; that money was there colledlcd by the whip, 
and that ftripes were the ufual means of our enforcing pay- 
ment. Mr. Dempfter faid, his conftrudlion of Mr. Haf- 
tings’ words relative to his prefent diflered greatly from that 
of the right honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, by talk- 
ing t)f the difficulty of difguifing fuch a fum on account of 
its magnitude. Mir. Haftings furely meant not to aflign that 
as a reafon for paying it into their treafury. 

Ml*. Bough- y\x. Boughton Rous that although he was very ready 

ifpnRo.is. concur ill opinion with the honouralde gentleman who 
fpoke laft, that the conduft of perfons who had been em- 
ployed in ftations of great power in India, ought not to be 
ferutinized by thofe rigid maxims which belong to our own 
conftitution, or to the common praftice of free nations ; yet 
Be could not allow a juftification to he fet up for Mr. Haftings 
^by reference to a fuppofed pradlice of cruelty *111 the revenue 

fyflewi 
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fyftem of Bengal, which he did not conceive to exift. That 
being his fincere opinion, he wa*s confident he ihould gratify' 
the feelings of the Committee, as well as his ov^o, iji pre- 
venting fuch inipreflions from going abroad, and in endea- 
vouring to remove a difgraceful imputation from the Britifti 
government in Bengal, which in general he believed to be 
humane. He mentioned moreover fome circumftances to 
{how, partly from his own knowledge, and partly from the 
information he had l.atelv received from Mr. Shore, who pre- 
llded three years in the Khalfah at Calcutta, or Exchequer of 
the Company’s pofleffions, that the cuftom of enforcing the 
colleAion of the revenues by corporal punilhment, was ei- 
ther abfolutelv clifcontinueii by the Englilh, or that it pre- 
vailed infinitely lefs than it had done before live country came 
into our pofTefilon. 

As to the quellion before the Committee, Mr. Rous faid, 
tliat, according to his idea of the Jaghire tenure in India, and 
of thofe Jaghires pofl'ciflld by the J^rincefles of Oude, he held 
the refumption of them to be a jiillifiable aft, upon prin- 
ciples of general policy, even notwithftanding the guarantee 
of the Company’s government, provided an equivalent vvas 
fecured to them in money. But he did not think fuffjcienc 
grounds were laid to juflify the feizure ot their treafures, and 
therefore he muft join in the refolution propofetl at the fame 
time, without pledging himfelf, in the prefent llage of the 
bufinefs, neceflarily to vote ibr an impeachment, or to rejeft 
the plea of extenuation, in cafe there fliould appear, as he 
thought there would, in dlfcuffing fome of the remaining 
charges againft Mr. Haftings, matter deferving rather the ap- 
plaufe than the cenfure of Parliament. 

Mr. Rous here made an appeal to the candour of thofe? 
gentlemen who liad been in India, and whofe refidence in 
that country had unquefiionably qualified tliem to judge 
between him and the horioiU||LbIe gentleman who fpgke 
laft, to fay, whether the cmel treatment mentioned by 
the honourable gentleman, or the direft reverfe of the pro- 
pofitions, was the moft diilinguifliing feature of theEnglifli 
government in Bengal. 

This had the defired effeft; and Mr. Le Merrier pro-Mr. LeMc- 
ceeded with confulerable warmtli and energy to defend Mr. 

Haftings, denying that any one perfon in India called for the 
crimination, much lefs his impeachment, although it had 
been faid that millions complained of hisconduft. 

Mr. Samuel Smith concluded the debate by obferving, th.at " 

he had feldom troubled the Houle upon India queftions, and 
that he trufted even at a late hour the iltuation he formerly 
held, and the circumftances under w hich he quitted it would 
f^^re tp him the attehtieju of the Commkree for a few . 
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minutes; that he rofe not merely as the advocate of Mr. 
Haftings, but in defence of public fituation, called upon to 
for the preffervation of the ftate, in great and critical 
moments, when it is neceflary to decide without much de- 
liberation, and the falvation of tlie empire may depend upon 
immediate a£lion ; under fuch circumftances, and when the 
great end has been attained, that it was furely hard to cri- 
minate, becaufe in the execution of it there may have been 
Ibme errors, which never would have arifen in cafes where 
the fubjeft could have met a cool deliberation. That the 
ieverity towards the Begums in the execution of thofe plans» 
was made neceifary to be carried into efled with firmnefs, 
from the fituation in which theemipire then flood, and when a 
want of decifioh might have loft it, was contended as a cri- 
minal charge againft Mr, Haftings, and argued as wanton 
a(Sis of cruelty ; fuiely it was a little unfair to attribute it 
to fuch motives, wdieri tlie w^hole tenor of his private life 
gives a complete negative to fuch an aflertion. 'I'hat he 
would venture to fay there is not a more humane, a more 
benevolent, a more generous man, or a man more open to 
the calls of private friendfhip, or who during his admini- 
jftration had been a better friend to the diftrelfed, or more 
liberally relieved them. That he would for one, never ad- 
mit that gocAl and amiable principles in the private man, 
could be <0 contrafted in the public. Had there ever exiftecl 
in this or any other country any adininiftration the moft 
pure, whole every tra6l would hear the left of abftrail in- 
veftigation ? If fuch condinfl is difficult to ftand the trial of 
complete perfeition in a free Government like this, how 
much lefs is it to he expefted in that of a Governor fent to 
rple a People, accuftomed to defpotic government, and prone 
to look upon every relaxation of feverity and enforcement, 
as a weaknefs in the executive member of it. Thar a People 
ufed to the habits of an abWute ruler, were but ill formed 
to receive, or to be control* by the lenient meafures of a 
Britifh conftitution. He obferved that this nation w%as a 
hpmane one, and eafily roufed by the call of oppreftion. 
That lie would ftate it fairly to the Committee, and defy any 
one to (lifapprove it, that notwitliftanding all that has been 
faid witliin thofe walls, and all the publications that have 
made their appearance without them,, that the nation did 
not feel to this moment that Mr. Haftings had acied wrong, 
or that he was an objedl of impeachment. He faid, is there 
any nation in Europe that does not feel or know the fervices 
he has rendered this country, and that it was his meafures 
and firmuefs that defeated the defigns of very able men fent 
to that part of the world, to counteradl his plans, and to 
confpiic our ruin. We are trying, fays he, government 

upon 
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upon the narrow fcale of private life; we are holding out 
that in the exertions to fave an empire, the fcope and ten* 
dency of the meafure fhall be laid out of the queftion, and 
the little errors that may have arifen, become the fubjedl: of 
impeachment. That he lamented feelings from a convic- 
tion, that if in cafes of imminent danger to the country, 
great and able men would not lake upon themfelves to aft, 
from an apprehenfion of refponlibility, if in the moment 
of that danger the whole of their conduft did not fquare 
with the cool deliberation of the clofet, that the empire 
might be loft. And lorry I am, fays he, to remark that 
there i'eems to be but little •inducement for a man to rifle any 
thing in the public fervice, or to exert himlelf beyond the 
cold line of official duty. This country, at fome future 
time may feel the efleft of fuch a doftfine, confirmed in my 
-opinion, that it is uncandid to try Mr. Haftings by the dif- 
cuflion of minute parts of his conduft, on queft'ions of 
ahltraft propofition, and without taking into our view the 
fcope and tendency of it, and the material benefits that have 
refulted to tliis country, and which it every hour ffiels. I 
lliall give my decided negative to the queftion* 

The Committee divided. Ayes i75,~Noes 68. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday^ ()th February* 

Mr* Adam begged leave once more to make his complaints 
againft the circumftance of detaining of the writ for Ren- 
frewlhire. He cited different Afts of Parliament to fupport 
the arguments he uled, and concluded with making the com- 
plaint in form, and moving, that the returning officer appear 
at the bar on the third of April, which day, he faid, he had 
fixed on, as the petition complaining of an undue eleftion 
would in all probability be heard aud decided towards the end 
pf March. 

Sir Adam Fergufon allerted, that the Aft of Parliament 
had direftly a contrary tendency to that, in which the ho- Fergufon. 
nourablc gentleman had argued it* Sir Adam gave the Houfe 
a fort of hiftory of jche cuftoms of Scotland refpefting elec- 
tions for Members of Parliament, and faid, the gentleman 
who was the objeft of the motion, was upwards of 70 years 
of age, a man of a moft refpeftable charafter, that he had 
been Sheriff' depute of the county for above forty years and 
was efteemed by all who knew him* Sir Adam alked, what 
cad was the motion to anfvver, or what necefllty w^as there 
for it, when the eleftion was over, and the gentleman who 
jcomplamed had taken his Teat ? 

Mr. replied, ^nd defended his former argument. 
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^fr.Dunda# Mr. DtmJas ,pYet 3 LCtA a motion to adjourn tlie conficlera- 
tioiiof the complaint till the 30th of March, with a fliort 
fpeech, fliewing it lobe iinneceflaiy and vexatious to pro- 
ceed upon the hufmefs before the merits of the petition were 
decided upon. 

The motion, ordering the appearance of the returning of- 
ficer at the bar was withdrawn, and Mr. Dundas’s motion 
* agreed to. 

fit Clibcrt Sir Gilbert Elliot gave notice, tijat on the firft vacant day ^ 

f-ihot. jjg flrpuld move for the attendance of Sir Elijah Impey. 

J*!:. j^nrkc. gave riotice, that when the next charge againll 

Warren Haftiiigs, Efq. was brought forward, he fhould 
move for the attendance of Sir Elijali Impey and Mr. Mid- 
dleton. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox ohlerved, that it gave him pleafure to affure the 
Houle, that he fiiould trefpafs but a fliort time upon their 
patience, as the documents for which he meant to move for, 
went merely to tl'ie fituation of our preleint, and tlie probable 
Hate of our future trade with Portugal, wdiich though an 
objedi efientially necefiary to be known in tluU Houfe, pre- 
vious to their coming to any decifion upon the commercial 
treaty with France, yet, as far as it opened a field for ar- 
gument, coAild only be confidered in one of thefe two points 
of view, viz. Whether before we bad entered into a com- 
mercial treaty with a new cuflomer, we had taken care to 
fecure our connedlioii with an old and valuable cuflomer; or 
in cafe of not having done fo, whether having made a treaty 
with France we were likely to keep our connection wdth 
Portugal, our old cuflomer, if the treaty was to be com- 
mercially confidered ; or our old ally^ if the treaty was to 
be confidered politically; or Iblely trufled to putting ourfelves 
excluiively into the hands of France, both as a cuflomer, 
and— not an ally, for that flie certainly could not be called, 
hut as a new j)olilical friend. Thefe were the heads under 
which every argument upon the fubjeCt mufl range ; and the 
better to make himfelf under flood by the Houfe, he would 
point out the three periods of time, at which the treaty with 
Portugal could alone have been made, but at each of which 
periods undoubtedly, there was a material difference in point 
of eafe and advantage. The firft of thefe periods was, that 
of all others, moft defirable, becaufe it muft have been free 
from every imputation, either on the fcore of impolicy or 
fufpicionof an y kind w’hat foe ver; thelaftof the three periods 
was certainly open to a proportion of fufpicion, but he really 
thought, that though fome luffucion might at firft attach to 
it, ina very fhort ’time, that might he done away ; but there 
was between, thefe two periods, an intermediate period:o£ ^ 
very doubtful and fufpicious nature in^leed,; and tjiat all 
^ others 
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others was the moll ohjeftionable. The period moft advan- 
tageous of the three, obvioufly was, that prior to the con- 
clufion of a treaty with France. Had a treaty with Portu- 
gal been fecured and fettled at that moment, it would have 
manifelled a fairnefs and a decency on our part to an old 
ally; and it would have exhibited a good example of the 
dignity of this country, by Ihewing, that before we entered 
into new treaties or fought for new friends, we took care to 
lecure the continuance of our old conne6tions. At that 
time, therefore, in his mind, the treaty with the Court of 
Tdlbon ought to have been adjulled, becaul'e lie never could 
be brought to admit, that our commercial connedtion with 
Portugal ought to be blended with, or make any part of the 
meafure of a commercial treaty with France, though the 
converfe of the propofition might be true, and indeed was foi 
The next bell period for making a treaty witli the Court of 
Lifbon, was lublequent to the parliamentary fandliOn, and 
final carrying into elFedl the commercial treaty with France, 
and after the redudlion of Portugal wines, according to the 
referve made in the 7th article of the French treaty. That 
period (as he had before faid) was certainly not fo free from 
objedfioii as the former one, but moll objedlionable was the 
intermediate period, that between the lignivg the 1^'rench 
treaty, and the Parliament of Great Britain giving it their 
fandtiori, and engaging to carry it into execution. In order 
to illullrate this aliertion, and explain more fully what he 
meant, Mr. Fox went into argument to prove, that if Por- 
tugal fhould, through any perverfenefs, or ill-judging ob- 
ftinacy, (which Heaven forbid! fhould be the cale,) refufe 
to continue the fame connedlion with us that had fublilled 
between the two countries under the Methuen treaty, ever 
fince the year 1703, France would in that cafe derive a great 
additional advantage from us, for which we neither fliould 
have an equivalent, nor could claim one. He knew that 
fome doubts had arifen as to the right conflrudlion of the 
Methuen treaty. As a Miniller, when in office, he had felt 
it to be his duty to negociate it one way, but he was aw^afe 
that the Court of Idlbon had contended that Irilh woollens 
were not comprehended under the Methuen treaty— (The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer firid acrofs the table, if the 
right honourable gentleman adled one way as a negociatof 
when in office, he hoped he would not lend the weight of his 
authority the other way, now he was not in office) Mr. Fox 
faid, if the riglit honourable gentleman had heard hirn to the 
end of his fentence, he was fure he would not have thought, 
what he meant to have exprelFed, to have been wrong, inju* 
dicious, or ill timed. What he was proceeding to fay, was 
this, that the -Court of Lifbon had contended that Iriili wool- 
VoL. XXL U lens 
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Jens were not cornpreherulfd witlijn the meaning of tl>e Me- 
Tlnien treaty; but tliat was an idle aiul a inillakeii notion; 
rhe fpirit of tlie Mctliuen treaty undoubtedly Went to Irifh as 
we]] as d^ritifli woollens, and to lay down any diiliriclioa 
bcawcen the two was narrow and impolitic, and by no means 
ronfonant with that generous and liberal line of conduct that 
the Court of LiPoon and the Court of London’ llio’uld mu- 
tually take care to tollow refpedting the concerns ot each 
other. His opinion was, and that an opinion founded on 
conviftion, tliat I'ortugal w^as boiuu] to liflen to the com- 
plaints ot our merchants, and that it was the duty of Mi- 
niftets to take care to enforce thjir juP demarids, fo as to 
have tlie Methuen treaty obferved as to its Ipirit, rather than 
as to its mere letter. On our part we ought to n£l with ec|ua} 
liberality, and rather grant to Portugal more than fhe could 
claim by treaty than kfs. Upon that principle the two coun- 
tries might continue cannei^ed and be iileful friends to each 
other, if Portugal fhould, either by the influence of other 
Powers, or the perverfenefs of her own Mimflers, break 
with us (entirely, and an end Ihould be put to the Methuen 
treaty, we fhould lofc an ufeful friend, and fliould- undoubt- 
edly feel the lofs ; but Portugal would foon find, tliat fhe 
bad adled rallily and injudiciouily, that Hie had injured her- 
felf moft efientially by breaking her old connexion, and 
-that no new coinmercial treaty flie could enter into or con- 
clude, could pofliWy provein every point of view fo fervice- 
able and ib advantageous to her as her connection with this 
country had proved. In* that light, he had uniformly con- 
fidered tlie Methuen treaty and the conneblion between Cheat 
Eritain'and Portugal, and fo, he believed, every man who 
knew any thing of the commercial intereJfls of the two cuiin- 
tries mulf have confidered them. 

Mr. Fox now proceeded to lliew the difadvantnges of put- 
ting tlie finifhing hand to the French treaty, by Parliament's 
coining to a vote upon it, before they knew what would he 
the flateof our trade witli Portugal. — The principles of the 
French treaty were reciprocity of advantage in relpcdt to com- 
merce, not that each county was to do the fame thing exaftiy 
in refpe^l: to each commercial commodity, becaufe that would 
be impoflible, but where the duty was lowered upon anv 
commodity In one cotmtry, an equivalent was to be granted 
by the other. But if the treaty with France was fanflioned 
without knowing what was to be done with Portugal, we 
mufi: remain in the dark, and might eventually give France 
an advantage for which we neither had the prolpeit of an 
ef|uivnlent, nor could fet up any claim to an equivalent. Mr. 
Fox explained this, by putting the cafe, that Portugal 
ihould, either through Her own perverfeixcfs, or the influence 

France 
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France was known to have over the Court of Lifbon, he fo 
unwife as to refufe to come ‘into any treaty with Great 
Jiritain ; in that cafe, we certainly fliould not lower tlie 
duty on Portug;:.! wines, and then F'rance would pofit-ivcly 
have a material advantage, in addition to the advantage already 
given by flipulation in the treaty, for which additional nd^ 
vantage, we lliould not have a right to claim an equivalent, 

7'hus F ranee would he in the condition ol a perfon purchaf- 
iiig an eflate, witli a mine upon it, without having paid for 
the mine. Would not every man, in that cafe, blame the 
feller of theeftate, for not iiaving afeertained, whether there 
was a mine upon it or not, before he fold his eftate? The 
cafe ftood exadly in that tiianner between Great Britain aitd 
France; if Portugal broke with us, France would have all 
^ the benefit without having fiipulated to give may equivalent 
to this country. Mr. F'ox then mentioned, as another pro- 
bable inconvenience, tliat if wc iliould lower the duty on 
Spanifli wines, F rance would have a right to call upon us to 
make the fame reduftion in the duties on the French wines, 
hecaufevve had fiipulated that her wines fhoiild come in upon 
as low' duties, as w^ere paid on the wines of any country, 
except the wines of Portugal, The validity of this argu- 
ment would be feen by the reading the fixth, the feventh and 
eleventh articles of the FVench treaty. Mr. iF'ox recapitu- 
lated the heads of his argument before he fat down, and then 
laid, that if the obje£f he aimed at, which, he hoped, he had 
made fufficiently clear to the right honourable gentleman, 
could be obtained by any other motion, or by any other way 
of wording his motion, he was ready to give it up, or alter 
it, though he could not give up his argument, as he conceived 
nothing could be more evident than the grounds he had refted 
it upon, Mr. Fox explained why he had felefted the year 
1782 as the date, from which the papers were to be made 
out. Fie faid, he would not go fo far back as the year 1 758, 
when the merchants began to complain of the conduct of the 
Court of Portugal as to the non-ohfervance of the Metliueii 
treaty, but fixed upon the year 1782, as more modern, at 
the fame time that it was not lb modern, as to he a period 
that interfered with negociations of a nature too recent to be 
touched upon* Fie concliulcd with moving, 

Tlian an humble adJreis be prefented to His Majefiy, 
humbly to define, that he will be gracioufly pJeafed to give 
** dire£lions, that there be laid before this Houfe, copies or 
extra6ls of the inftruftions that have been given to his Ma- 
jefty’s Minifters in Portugal fince the firft of May 1782, 
refpefling the complaints of the Britilh merchants. As 
‘‘ alfo the anfwer or anfwersof the Court of Portugal to the 
reprefent;;i;tions which have been made in confequence of 
y fi, & c 1 a 
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“ fuch inflrw(^ipns, with the feveral dates of the faid inftruc- 
“ tions and anfwers.” 

Sir Grey gjj- Cooper obferved, that no confideration whatfo- 
gyej. Should have induced him to fecond the motion of the 
right honourable gentleman, if it did not appear to him to 
ftaiid on fair parliamentary ground, and if the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had not, in his opinion, made a good 
cafe for this interpofition, before the great and momentous 
queftion of the commercial treaty with F rance was brought 
into deliberation. In the preliminary and incidental con- 
verfation on th*e fubje6l, which was now, for the firfl: time, 
brought direully and regularly before the confideration of the 
Houfe, the right honourable Chaficellor of the Exchequer 
had informed them, that the negotiation wa^ now pending 
between Portugal and this kingdom, and that he therefore 
could not confiftently with his duty, as a Mlnifter, confent 
to the communication of any papers refpeifiing the prefent 
a 61 :ual ftatc of that negotiation. This did not appear to him 
to be a latisfadlory reafon for the refufal of fuch a commu- 
nication under all the circumftances of this cafe. With 
great dtiference to the Houfe, he thought the Houfe was 
.competent to inquire and to afle for information, in the courfc 
and during the pendency of any treaty or negotiation, it it 
ihould have fair ground to believe, either from common 
fame, or by tlie difclofure of collateral circumdances, that 
any engagement was about to be made derogatory to the ho- 
nour, or injurious to the interelts of the nation. He was 
aware that Miniflers had generally refilled fuch inquiries 
before tl)e conclufion of the treaty or negotiation, under 
pretence, that the produdtion of the papers called for, and 
the agitation of the debates upop them, might give advan- 
tage to the parties with whom his Majeliy was at tlie mo- 
ment making the contradl, and might perplex and cmharrafs 
the King’s iMiniflers, wlien, perhaj)s, they were on tlie 
point of concluding an advantageous treaty for the kingdom. 
This mode of reafoning might, perhaps, bear with fomo 
force againfl: motions for papers refpeiling political treaties, 
or treaties of commerce, which required no alteration of 
duties to give them validity and efFedt ; but not for refufing 
the comnt unication of papers, materially relating to treaties 
of commerce, which were not valid and effedlual until 
^uties iliould have been altered, and laws Ihould have been 
paflecl, or in the cafe of treaties of fubfidy, where the con- 
trafl: was to have no energy or efFedlual exiftence, until that 
Houfe could have voted and granted money for the fubfidy 
to the foreign fpvereign, or the pay of the troops. The 
right honourable gentleman’s father oppofed, with all the 
ppwer of r?afon and eloquence, the fubfidy treaties in 1755. 
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Would he have fufferecl any Minifter to have told him, with- 
out indignation, that the debate muft confined and li- 
mited to the approbation or difapprobation of the treaties 
before the Houle? that it was not proper or regular to in- 
quire whether the confent of the Houfe to thofe treaties 
would not give umbrage and ofience to the other great allies 
of the nation, the Emperor and the King of Prufiia, and 
bring on a general war, inftead of preventing it. T he fig- 
nature and ratification of fuch treaties by the fovereign, gave 
them no effe<5h They were to be confidered merely as pro- 
pofitions, recommended by the Crown to Parliament. It 
was the aft and deed of that Houfe, in the alteration of tlie 
duties, or the grant of flie money for the fuhlidy, vvhich 
gave fuch treaties efteft, and the Houfe was therefore refpon- 
iible to their conftituents for the confequences which might 
fall on their country by their confent to the propofitions. 
They in a great degree exonerated the Minifter. He took 
this to be a lolid diftiii6tion, and aj)plied it to the cafe before 
tliem. It appeared to him to he the duty of the Houfe, to 
endeavour to make the heft ufe of the fliort interval allowed 
them, in obtaining every material information, touclungany 
matter neceffiirily to be connefted with the French treaty, and 
every poffible light to direft their fteps, when they were 
hurried with fuch rapidity, not only to deliberate, but to 
give their judgement on the great and arduous ejueftion on 
the French treaty. Without entering into the principle, or 
the detail of the French treaty, which he owned would he 
premature and irregular at that time, it muft he confefled, by 
all the members of the Houfe, and of the whole commu- 
nity, who were deeply interefted in it, by thofe who op- 
pofed it, by thofe who objefted to it, and by thofe who 
doubted of its elFefts and confequences, that it was an ex- 
periment of the greateft magnitude and extent, and that it 
was an innovation which made a wide and comprehenfive al- 
teration in a fyftem, which had very long prevailed in this 
country, and which had taken fo deep a root, that the fud- 
den dillurbance and change of it might lliake and impair the 
foundation of the main pillars which fupported the ftrength 
and power of the kingdom. The right honourable gentleman 
had faid, in former debates, that the French treaty might be 
confidered and decided upon independently and feparately 
from the prefent ftateof the negociation with Portuga!. He 
owned, that it appeared to him, that the fate of tlie Me- 
thuen treaty could never be totally feparated from tlie votes 
in the Committee on the French treaty, and that if not di- 
reftly, it muft be virtually afFefted by thofe votes. If the right 
honourable gentleman would condefeend even to inform them, 
if be would give them papers, to fltew that the power referved 
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in the clofe of the feventh article would be executed, in order 
to prevent the cxtiiidlion of the Methuen treaty, and that 
the grievances and complaints which our merchants had 
againft the Court of Portugal for what they coiiftrued to be 
infradfions of that treaty, would be referred to commiffaries 
to be fettled in the fame manner as the grievances of the mer- 
chants ftated during the courfe of the treaty of Seville in 
1729, he, for one, lliould be fatisfied. The treaties with 
Spain were confirmed as being very advantageous to the 
political and commercial interefts of Great Britain, and the 
complaints and grievances were referred to the conimiflaries 
to be fettled, and reparation made to the merchants. It was 
not the intention of this motion tb put the Minifter under 
any difadvantagc in the reprefentation, and if they were 
fomided in juftice, in the demand of redrefs of thole griev- 
ances. But let the great condition of the treaty be pre- 
fervcd inviolale, and then let no time be loft in the examina- 
tion of the complaints. The attention of the w^hole world 
was direc^^ed towards the Methuen treaty. It was upon mo- 
tion laic| before the Houfe in 1713, under the title of A 
Treaty with Portugal for taking ofl' the prohibition of the 
Woollen manufaftures of this Kingdom.” It was the 
Ihorteft, it wa^s the beft treaty we ever made. The treaty 
had reference to the treaty made by Cromwell in 1654, by 
which the nation obtained great and extenfive advantages of 
trade in the fupply of Portugal, as well as the Brafils with 
its manufa6i:ures. In the year 1678 there was pafTed an a6f 
for prohibiting for three years, and to the end of the next 
ieftion of Parliament, the importation of all French com- 
modities whatfoever. This proliihirion continued to the year 
1685, as no Parliament had been holden from the diflblution 
in 1681, and at the end of the leflion, (at the acceffion of 
James II ) it expired and was not to be revived. In 1684 it 
appeared that woollen cloths w ere a6luaily prohibited in Por- 
tugal, and Sir Grey admitted it was the year before the pro- 
hibition of the French trade expired ; after this prohibition in 
Portugal for nineteen years, and during that interval down 
to the Methuen treaty, Portugal fupplied her home market 
and her colonies with cloth of her own manufailure. This 
evidence w^as laid before the Houfe of Commons in 17x3, 
when the merchants and manufafturers were heard in the 
Committee on the bill in fupport of their petitions againft 
the eighth and ninth articles of the treaty of Utrecht. The 
prohibition in 1684 was faid to be a projecSt of their great and 
patriot minifter Conde d'Eveceira, to eftablifli manufaftures 
in his own country, and it was alfo faid, that he was affifted 
in carrying his plan into execution, by the opening of the 
JVeneb trade i;i 1685. fa< 9 :, bo^iv^ver, was, that the 

prohibitiou 
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prohibition of the woollen of England continued for nineteen 
years, and ' b<*eged the Houfe to recolledi:, that what had 
happened ‘uigb; 1 again. 

The Home id, within thefe few days, been favoured 
with the accounts of the quantity and value of that great 
volume of commerce, whicli they might venture to pro- 
jiounce to be the moll: henciicial and important of any which 
tlicy now poflefTed. Tliey were permitted to fee the mag- 
nitude of the ftake which they rilked, and the fum of the 
advantages which were in peril and jeopardy, in the prefent' 
ilate of tilings. The balance was now Ibited to be 500,000!* 
and more in our favour; it certainly had been more favoura- 
ble; it Teemed rifing and advancing. Since the treaty, this 
nation had received between forty and fifty millions on the 
balance of trade with that nation. It was of the rnofl eflen- 
tial importance to the landed intereft, and the general iiiduf- 
try of the nation, that this treaty fliould be preferved by the 
pei formance of the condition on our part. No advantages to 
f)c received from h’rance could compenfate the lofs of fuch a 
trade. On Monday next, if the Committee came to refo- 
lutions to reduce the duties on French wdnes to 45I. per ton, 
and did not at the fame time reduce the duty on Portugal 
wines one third part lower, it would be a dangerous tendency 
to the extinction of tliis great treaty. Were an aCt of Par- 
liament to be carried into force, without authoriling the ufual 
rcduCfioji, he dreaded, left tlie prohibition of woollens in 
[Portugal ftiould follow as a natural, if not an inevitable con- 
iequence. 

Mr. Bcaufujy in reply to Mr. Fox, fpoke to the following Mr. 
purport ; 

if I did not mifunderflancl the right honourable gentleman 
who opened this debate, his motion proceeded upon an idea 
that it is impoflible for the Legiflature to determine how far 
commercial treaty with Paris is or is not confiftent with 
the eflential interefts of the kingdom^ till they have the 
means of afeertaining what will be the probable efFeCls of 
that treaty upon the conduCl of the Court of Portugal. He 
thinks it impoftible even to conjcClure how far the treaty 
will prove beneficial or otberwife, iinlefs we are informed, in 
the firft place, what price is to be paid by England to France, 
as the condition of the advantages fire expedts to receive ; 
and that information, he imagines, cannot be obtained until 
we know whether the facrifice of the commercial intercourfe 
that fubfifts between this country and Portugal is or is not to 
be the confequence of the bargain. 

NoWj if I ftiall be able to prove, as 1 confidently truft I 
fliall, that the merits of the treaty with France are entirely 
independent of our commercial connection with Portugal ; if 
\ I fliall 
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I fliall be able to prove, that whether Portugal fliall renew or 
renounce the flipulations of the Methuen treaty^ an efla- 
hlifhed commerce with France will in cither cafe be advan- 
tageous to Britain^ then it vtrill follow, upon his own ground^ 
that his motion is founded upon no neceffity, that it has no 
political advantage in view, and that beliTg made pending a 
negotiation with Portugal, it ought, by the ellahli/lied 
cuftoms of the Houfe, to be inflantly rejedled. Before I 
proceed to Bate any realbns for thinking that the propriety 
of the commercial treaty with France is independent of the 
meafures tliat Portugal may tliink proper to purfue, it will 
he neceflary to advert to the nature of the French treaty. 
That treaty the right honourable 'gentleman has confidered as 
being equally new to the commercial principles, and to the 
experience of tlie kingdom, and imagines that the firft quef- 
tion that will aril’e is, lhall the eftahliihed maxims by which 
this country has rifen to commercial greatnels be made the fa- 
crifice of a rafh and inconfiderate experiment? Now the 
fa 61 undoubtedly is, that a commerce with France, which he 
confjders as fo completely new, has exifled for many years^ 
and does exift at this very hour ; I lay not by compafl or in 
law, but in praftice and in fail. The firfl quehion therefore 
that arifes is not, fliall we cflablifh a new and untried com- 
merce with' Prance, but fliall the commerce vvliich already 
exifls between the two kingdoms give employment to the 
veflels of the fmuggler, or to thofe of the fair and refpeclable 
merchant ? Shall the trade be carried on inconveniently and 
circuitoufly, by the way of Auiliian Flanders and of Dun- 
kirk, or fliall it be carried on, with every commercial advan- 
tage, direcSlly to the ports of France? Shall the maiiufaftures 
ot this country be ohjebts of conhication or of proteflion to 
tlie French laws? Shall the burdens to which the trade is at 
tliis time fubjefled continue to cxift as the price of infurance 
and as premiums to the fmuggler, or fliall they he paid as du- 
ties to government, and form an important part of the reve- 
mies of the flare? Shall the prod uStions of Biitifh Induflry 
find a market in Paris alone, from which, in confecjuence of 
the extent of the city, and of its not being a walled town, 
they cannot be excluded ; or fliall they find an authorifed 
admillion into every poit of the F rench kingdom i Sluill the 
market for Britifh manufaflures be the capital alone, or rtVail 
it be the whole country of France? Such being the queliions 
that arife upon the late commercial treaty, let ns next confi- 
der in wliat refpedls thefe queftions can be alTecfted by the 
conduct of the Court of Portugal. Portugal, it is evident, 
will either rertew the flipulations of the Methuen treaty, or 
Will decline the commerce with England which that treity 
cihblilliev : Ihonld fhe renew thj conditions of the treaty, 
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then it will follow, that as Britain has referved the right; 
and un(][ueftionabIy pofleiTes th6 means^ of fulfilling the condi« 
tions ot the compadl, no poffible injury can have arifen from 
the agreement lately eftablifhed with France. That Britain 
does polTefs the means of difcharging fuch engagements as thd 
renewal of the Methuen treaty would impofe> will be evi- 
dent to every man who confidcrs that France is not the na- 
tural rival of Portugal in her trading connexion with this 
country. Perfedly well I know, that, by regulations and 
reftraints, Britain might give to the wines of France a de- 
cided advantage in her markets ; but equally fure I am, that, 
if things arc left ^to their natural courfe, the wines of France 
and the wines of PortugiJl wifi equally find a fufficient mar** 
ket in the confumption of this country. Thus it appears, 
that if Portugal lhall be willing to renew her ancient en- 
gagements with England, no poffible injury can arife to her 
intereft from our legalizing the trade with France: but were 
It even admitted that the trade with France eflentially inter- 
feres with the commerce of Portugal j yet, even in that cafe, 
it is ivident that the injury /lie fuftains is not the confe- 
quence of the legality, but of the exiftcnce of the tnlde j for, 
if the trade between France and England a£lually exifts, its 
receiving the faii<£tion of the law, and being eftablilKed by 
compaft, can add but little to the grievance. ^Hence it nc- 
ceffarily follows, that if Portugal fhall refufe to renew her 
commercial engagements with Britain, the late treaty with 
France, however it may be made the pretext, can never be 
confidered as the reafon of her conduft .* for as Portugal can 
have received no injury, can have fuftained no wrong, it nc- 
ceflanly follows that fhe can have no juft reafon to com- 
plain. Shall then the mere pretext of a foreign Court be 
confidered by the Legiflature of Britain as a reafon for their 
departure from that line of condudl which their intereft ob- 
vioufly preferibes? Shall Britain abandon her views, in con- 
fequence not of the rights, not of the equitable claiihs, not 
of the fair and reafonable requefts of an ally, but in confe- 
quence of extravagant propofals, in confequcnce of unrea- 
lonable demands, in confequence of perverfe and unfriendly 
requifitions? To fuch attempts to impofe upon her reafon, 
wh;ft ought to be herteply? Undoubtedly fhe will anfw^r, 
that the beft maxim for the condu£); of a nation, the maxim 
which beft fuits her own dignity, and the friendffiip file owes 
to her allies, is that of juflice to herfelf, and of juftice to the 
reft of the world. But, like the right honourable gentle- 
man, I have too much confidence in the common fenfe of 
mankind, too firm a reliance on their regard for their obvi- 
ous interefts, to fuppofe that Portugal can adopt fuch in^ 
verted maxims of policy as tbofe upon which ihe muft evi- 
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dently aft, if ihe renounces her commercial canncftion with 
Britain, Is it pofTihle that the can relincjuith her trade to the 
only country that furnifties a market for her wines, and that 
is able to fend her in return the various articles fhc wants? 
A country that fupplies her with necelTaries in exchange for 
articles of nierely luxurious ufe. A country, whofe manu- 
faftures, in defiance of reftraint, have found a market in 
every part of the world, a country whofe Avoollens have fo 
decidedly the advantage over t|iofe of every other, that when 
the American agent, a few years fince, was exprefsly order- 
ed to purchafe woollens in France for the ufe of the conti- 
nental army, the performance of the condition was found fo 
impofiible, that Ifc was under the neteflity of having recourfe 
to Holland for the Englifh cloths with which the fliops of 
that country are always full. But, if aftt-r all, it were pof- 
fible to fuppofe that Portugal w^ould fuhjedl her trade with 
this country to the fevereft reftraints, and that for a time the 
diminution of our exports to that kingdom might follow, 
what better mode of balancing the evil could be found than 
that of foftering the growth and encouraging the increafe of 
our trade in a different and much better direftion. Upon 
that part of the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech, in 
which he endeavoured to difeufs the various interefts that 
ihould regulafe the negociation between this country and 
Portugal, I iliall not venture to indulge myfelf in any re- 
marks ; but if 1 could think myfelf at liberty to enlarge upon 
topics, which, pending a negociation, ought not to be thus 
publicly examined, 1 fliould, in the firft place, take notice 
of the fingulaiity of the opinion he entertained; that the 
bfeft poflible means of concluding an advantageous treaty 
with Portugal, is to lower to the ftandard of the Methuen 
compaeft the duties upon the wines that are the growth of 
that country ; an opinion that fuppofes that the beft poflible 
means of fucceeding in a negociation, is to telinquilh at the 
outfet that very objedl which the party with whom we ne- 
gpeiate is moft anxious to obtain ; as if he thought that all 
bargains fliould commence by the furrender on the part of 
one of the perfons concerned, of that very advantage which 
the other perfon propofes to himfelf, as the very objeft and 
end of the agreement. But though I lhall certainly decline 
an examination of the remaining part of the right honourable 
gentleman’s fpeech, left I fhould incur that very charge of 
imprudence which I think fo juftly imputable to him, yet I 
truft the arguments I have already Hirged are fufficient to fhow 
what jn the outfet I had undertaken to prove, that his 
tipn is founded upon no public neceffity, is fupported by na 
public confiderat ion, is applicable to no one beneficial ufe, 
but| on the contrary, may be perverted to the purpofes of 

mifehief; 



E B'A T £ S* ^JtS 

mifchief ; and that under thefe circumAanccs an aflint tb his 
propofal would be as inconfifteht with the obvious maxims of 
policy and prudence as with the eftabliflied cuAoms of the 
Houfe, 

Mr. Chancellor P/// remarked, that the right honourable Mr. Chan- 
Saronct who had feconded the motion had manifcfted fo much 
official and political knowledge, and was fo well acquainted 
with the proceedings of Parliament on queftions like the pre- 
fent, that he had anticipated him in his principal argument 
againft the motion ; and he fliould almoft be fatisfied barely 
to repeat what the right hoipurable Baronet had faid, as a 
fufficient juftilication for him in giving his negative to the 
queftion before the Houfe. The right honourable Baronet 
had, when in office himfelf, had fo many opportunities of 
confidering fuch fons of (ubjedis, and had probably been fa 
often employed in arranging arguments to oppofe applications 
of a fimilar tendenry, that he was by no means furprifed to 
fee him fo extremely expert at the ufe of thofe very argu- 
ments on the prcfent occafion, though they Tupported a cqn- 
clufion diametrically oppofite to that which he was defirous 
of drawing from them. All that the right honourablS Baro- 
net had faid relitive to the danger and impropriety of pub- 
lifliing the different documents, might tend to lay open the 
ffatc of a depending treaty ; all that he had faifl of the con- 
flant urage.-of that Houfe, to decline any interference with 
fuch fuhje<3s, were conclufive and fuhllantial reafons to in** 
dace him to oppofe to the utmolt of his power, any attempt 
to bring forward an account of the communication between 
our Court and tliat of Lifbon, on fubjefls connected with 
any treaty now depending, or likely’ to be fet on foot between 
the two countries. But the right honourable Baronet had 
made a moft notable diflindlion, by which he hoped to re- 
concile the difficulties which his new arguments threw in his 
way ; this was the diftinSion between a political and a com- 
mercial treaty. He had ftated, that to a commercial treaty, 
which was to ftipulate for fome alteration of duties, it was^ 
iieceffary to obtain the confent of Parliament, whereas, to the 
conclufion of a treaty purely political, the Crown itfelf was 
of its own authority Uly competent. From this conCderation 
he had concluded, tlw although in the latter cafes Parliament 
had no right to interfere, they having no power whatfoever 
to prevent the ratification of fuch treaties, yet, as in the lat- 
ter cafe, the treaty was to undergo the judgement and confi- 
deration of Parliament, before it could be concluded, Parlia-* 
ment had, therefore, during the pendency of fuch treaty, a 
right to demand fuch information a$ it might think neceflary, 
towards enabling them to judge upon its merits : or, in other 
wordi, the right hgiiourabie Barouct had argued^ that, be*« 
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panfts the confent of Parliament was abfolutely neceflary to 
the ratification of the treaty, and, that without fuch confent 
it could never he carried into execution, it was for that rca- 
fon right and proper that Parliament fhould have accefs to all 
poflible information while the treaty was yet in agitation; 
V^hereas there was nothing more clear, than that the power 
which Parliament enjoyed of revifing and approving or re- 
jedting the treaty, was a circumftance that rendered any fu- 
perintendance on their part in the forming of the treaty ahfo- 
jutely unnecelTary — and the examination of papers relative 
to the negociation between the two Courts, wliich might ul- 
timately terminate in a treaty, and the debating upon them, or 
coming to any refolutions concefning them, was evidently 
fuch an interference as||piounted to the taking an aftive pi^ait 
in the formation of the treaty. 

With refped to the right honourable gentleman who made 
the motion, he Ihould look upon him as having met a full 
refutation, generally, as to the objedl of the motion itfelf, by 
the arguments of the right honourable Baronet, were it not 
that the ingenuity W’^ith which he had delivered his fentiments 
certainly entitled him to a particular anfwer. In no inftance 
was this ingenuity fo eminently confpicuous as in the colour 
which he had been able to give to thofe palpable fallacies and 
glaring contradidlions, of which his fpeech had been wholly 
compounded. He Ihould juft enumerate a few of thefe extra- 
ordinary inftances of the right honourable gentleman’s logical 
^alents, by which he was enabled to draw from the fanje fet of 
premifes two different and abfolutely contradidlory conclu- 
iions. 

The right honourable gcntleipan had divided his argument 
into different heads ; the firft had related to the period which 
had been chofen for the conclufton of the feveral treaties. 
This the right honourable gentleman had confidered in three 
ways ; obferving that there were three different periods, as 
referring to the French treaty, in which that of Portugal 
might have been concluded. The firft, and that which he 
had ftated to be in his opinion the beft, was before any treaty 
whatever with France had been figned. Whether the right 
honourable gentleman was right in fii^ea, that this was the 
moft proper period, was a queftion wTOh could now only be 
confidered as implying a cenfure or acquittal of Government, 
becanfe the period was already paffed — for the treaty had been 
figned. The period which the right honourable gentleman 
had ftated as the next beft, though ftill, he fiid, in feme de- 
gree objectionably, was after the final conclufion of the treaty. 
Its ratification by Parliament : but between thefe two pe- 
riods there was an intermediate period, which was, as the 
, Tight ko^^urat^le gentleman had reprefented, the moft im- 
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proper of all ; the period between the fignature of the treaty 
and us being finally carried mto effedl by aft of Parliament. 
But to rthat end did the right honourable gentleman apply 
thofc observations ? He had made ufe of them as a part of an 
argument, and which was to perfuade the Houfe to fix a period 
for the forming a treaty with Portugal, while the French 
treaty was in the very lituation, which was of all others, 
in his own opinion, the moft favourable to fuch a negociatioa 
-—and to bring the treaty with Portugal to a conclufion before 
they proceeded tp confirm the prelent treaty with France, 
layir.g themfelves thereby under a ncceffity of coming to the 
French .Ulcuffion when the treaty with Portugal was in that 
fiate, which the right honourable gentleman had himfelf la- 
boured to prove was not the fiatejaw favourable to the con- 
fideration of another treaty* be would, out of two 

diftereni periods, which remained for the confideration of the 
treaty with Portugal, chufe the worft; and for the conclufion 
of the bVcnch treaty he would chufe that which he had de- 
feribed, as only the lecond beft. The fecond part of the right 
honourable gentleman’s argument tended to fhew, that we 
were going to conclude a treaty with France, by which our 
advantages were to be exafliy defined and circumfenbed by 
the terms of the treaty, and of courfe could receive no ad- 
dition or improvement ; whereas the advantages to be derived 
by France, might hereafter meet with a very confiderable in- 
creale, by our declining to make ufe of the referve provided 
for in the fcvenlh article cf the treaty, relating to our trade 
with Portugal; by which means France having a full equiva- 
lent for every advantage we might enjoy from the treaty, had 
over and above the chance of a farther advantage, for which 
we could demand no equivalent in our turn. To this he 
fhould anfwer, that in difeuffing the French treaty we were 
only to take into confideration the provifions aftually con- 
tained in that treaty, and the advantages refpeAively provi- 
ded by it m favour of each country. Any accidental benefits 
accruing to France hereafter by new arrangement, or by the 
occurrence of circumftances which did not already exift, were 
totally out of the queftion, in confidering thofe regulations 
and ftipulations that were a^ualty to take place. The idea 
of ftipulating foAddilional concefEons on the part of France, 
in order to countervail fuch eventual benefits as might arife 
to that country from any future changes which we might 
make in our commercial intercourfe with other nations, was 
perfedlly incompatible with all fyflems of praftical politicks, 
and, if carried into efFedt, would render every fort and fpecies 
of negociation tedious, difficult, and complicated beyond 
meafure ; for he would take upon him to fay, that fhould 
Great Britain at any time, prphibit the trade of any nation, 
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^with which flie always traded, fuch prohibition would un- 
queftionaWy, to a certain degree, operate in favour of every 
other nation on earth with which we fliould continue to 
trade in the articles fo prohibited.' And were we to fufpend 
every treaty of commerce, until weftioiild be able toalcertaiii 
the poflible efFeits of every freih arrangement we might 
hereafter think pro[>er to make with other countries, it would 
be iinpofEble ever tohope for the conclufion of any treaty what- 
foever. Befides, it was not to be fuppofed that we fhould 
adopt fuch meafures as would throw any very confiderable 
advantage into the fcale of France, without a frefh ftipula- 
tien for fome adequate equivalent for ourfeivcs. But he 
hoped there would no occafion for any fuch new anange- 
Hient with France, as l^^lied upon the good uith, the an- 
cient friendlhip, and tl4|||P>od fenfe of the Court of Portu- 
gal, that flie would mak^ fatisfadtion for thofe violations of 
the'Methuen treaty, of which this country had fo long and 
fo juftly complained. Thofe infradtions w^ere, as the right 
honourable gentleman had ftated them, the alterations of the 
duties in the new book of rates, and her refufal to admit the 
woollen pianufadlures of Ireland on the Englifli duties, which 
be looked upon the Court of Li{l>on as bourid to do by the 
Methuen treaty, and which furely the footing upon which 
they Hood with this country, amply intitled our Government 
to expedl as a conceflion, even though they were not entitled 
to demand it as a right. The right honourable gentleman 
had not the leaft occafion to feel himfelf fo extremely uneafy 
under the apprehenfton that the conclufion of the French 
treaty would neceflarily put an end to the Methuen treaty, 
for he would ftate to the Houfe how that might be avoided— 
-which was by coming to a refolution in the Committee, that 
the duty on French wines ihould be reduced to the prefent 
duty paid by Portugal wine, and that fuch reduflion fliould 
take place on a certain fpecified day.— And then in the mean 
time coming to a vote for the proper ledudlion of the duty on 
Portugal wine, to take place on or before the fame day.— 
Thus in no part of the right honourable gentleman’s argu- 
linent was he well founded, but had built the whole upon mi- 
flatement and obvious fallacies. He had blended the French 
and Portugal treaty, and taken it for granted that the one 
was naturally dependent upon the other, and under colour 
of this mifapprehenfion, he had complained of the refpeftive 
periods that had been adopted for confidering and concluding 
upon them, and yet he had confounded and contradidled 
his argqment, fp as to make it fupport a conclufion with re- 
fpedl to the other. And, befides, as far as it applied to th« 
date of the French negotiation, it went to overturn that 
found maxim of policy, always to referve in our ovito hands, 
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a refource, in cafeof difagreemeot with thofe with whom wo ne- 
gociate. In the prefent inftancej we had ailed by that maxim, 
inafmucli as before we hiid opened our negotiations for the 
remedy of our complaints againft Portugal, we had fliewii 
that Court, that we could do without her, by having formed 
fuch a conneilion with France, as would make it eligble for 
us to transfer to that country, fliould flie rejeft them, thofe 
advantages which flie at prefent enjoyed. 7"he right honou- 
rable gentleman had farther attempted to mifleoKl the Houfe, 
hy endeavouring to confound and implicate the advantages 
already fecured to France by the treaty, with thofe that we 
might hereafter have it in o^ur power to beftow upon her, by 
forbearing to put in force the referve^made in that treaty in 
favour of Portugal. ^ 

With refpeft to the difficulty which the right honourable 
gentleman hati fuggefted concerning the SpanilF wines, he 
for his own part, iliould anfwcr that he was glad to have an 
opportunity of clearing up, which he could do from th« 
terms of the treaty t lie mfe Ives. The right iipnourahlc gen- 
tleman had exprefled his ap^)relien{ion, that the treaty hound 
this country to the maintaining a duty on Spanifh wine at all 
future times, adequate to that which France, under the pro- 
vifions of the treaty, was to pay, notwithftanding the reduc- 
tion of the duty on Portugal wines — but this was by no means 
the cafe, for we {hould hereafter, in fuch an event think 
proper to reduce the duty on Spani/li wine to the fame 
proportion with the reduced duty on Portugal wine, as 
it now bore to the prefent duty, \\:e were amply at liberty to 
do fo. — To be completely convinced of this, gentlemen had 
only to confider the words of the treaty. — Thofe words, in 
the eleventh article of the treaty, by which generally all 
merchandifes, mentioned in the fixth article, were to pay the 
fame duties when imported from France, as they did when 
imported from the nioft favoured European nation, were ac- 
companied with an exprefs exception of the cafe referved in 
the feventh article, and the cafe referved in the fevenrh arti- 
cle was, the cafe of wines. 

Mr. Fox anfwered, that the right honourable gentleman Mr. Fox. 
had tliought proper to mention his having blended the Com- 
meitial treaty with France with the treaty of Portugal; as 
if the latter was confidered as a meafure dependent on the 
former, and neceffarily confequent to it. This was far from 
having been the way in which he had ufed the word blended, 
though he recolledled that he had made ufe of the word in 
the courfe of his fpeech ; but fo far was he from thinking 
‘that the treaty of Portugal ought to be confidered as ne- 
^ceflarily conlequewt to the treaty with France, that he had 
finaintained the converfe of the propofition every time he had 
would have been the wifeft conduft in Minifiers, had they 
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faid any thing upon the fubjetJk ; and furc he was, that it 
adled upon a fimilar idea. With regard to wh^t tht right 
honourable gentleman had faid, of Government’s having a 
right tocxpedl that the Court of Lifbon would liften to the 
juft demands and complaints of our merchants, undoubtedly 
Government was right in that refpe 3 :, and Portugal would 
ftiew herfelf weak and thoughtlefs indeed, if /be refufed to 
liften to fo reafonable a requifition, and to do that juftice to 
Great Britain that Ihe was fo undeniably entitled to expeft. 
He believed, he doubted, and he feared, that, if we were to break 
with Portugal, we fhould feel it a very inconvenient circum- 
ftance, in time of a war with tlje Houfe of Bourbon, to 
have no power all along the coaft of Europe, in amity with 
us ; but, if he believed^ doubted, and feared this, decidedly 
convinced he was, that Portugal would f^l with infinitely 
more feverity, the difadvantage of lofing her connexion 
with this country, which, of all others was the propereft 
for her to keep friends with, from whom fhe had ever fince 
the year 1703, received fo many eflential fervices, and to 
whom*fhe flood indebted for the rank fhe held in the confidc- 
ration of other powers, to which her natural fituation and 
circumflances gave her no fort of title* Mr. Fox faid, that 
he ferioufly«thought the argument he had ufed with regard 
to Spani/h wines was right ; and glad ftiould he be, indeed, 
if the right honourable gentleman’s conftrudion put upon 
the eleventh article of the treaty, as it would be upon the 
referve in favour of Portugal wines exprefled in the feventh, 
(in the cafe he had flated,) was really admitted to be the true 
conftrufilion. If this country fliould at any time hereafter 
lower the duties on Spanifli wines, as he and others under- 
ftood the eleventh, fifth and feventh articles of the treaty, 
France would have a right to claim a ft ill greater redudlion 
of the duties on the importation of her wines into Great 
Britain. Certainly thofe who made the treaty knew their 
own meaning, and were the Court of France and the right 
honourable gentleman alike to conftrue the articles of the 
txeaty, he fhould finccrcly rejoice at the circumftance, and 
Mr. Chan- confefs that his objeftions were overthrown, 
ceiior Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to aflure the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, that the conftruftion which he had 
given to thofe articles, was ineffe6l the right conftruilion, 
and that the contradling parties fo underftood it. 

The queftion was put, and negatived, and immediately 
the Houfe adjourned. 

Mondetjy nth February • 

A motion having been made and pafled for -the Houfe to 
proc^d to the conuderatioa of the lottery bill, which was 
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brought from the Lords, the amendments introduced by the 
latter were read, and as it appeared that they had altered the 
time, when it was meant that the eBte&. of the claufe feould 
commence, which enadls, that the offenders agafnft this bill 
lhall be ferved with a capias inftead of a fumirions to come 
before a jufticeof the peace, 

*The Speaker begged leave to remind the Houfe, that in all The 
bills relative to taxes or penalties, which was a fpecies of 
tax on the public, the exclufive right of the Commons was 
to make fuch laws without fuffering the upper Houfe to 
make any alterations in the mode or quantum. But as this 
amendment was only t% transfer the time from the toth of 
February to the 14th, and as this was merely an alteration 
of time' and not of mode or quantity, he left the Houfe to 
determine on the propriety of admitting the amendment. 

Mr. Fox faid, having acceded to the propriety of the ob- 
fervations from the chair, added that the bills of taxes, and 
indeed, all fuch as bore the leaft relation to the difpofal of 
the public money, were to be formed by the exclufive power 
of the Houfe of Commons. And as this was a biH relative 
to penalties, the Lords had certainly no right to amend any 
part of it refpefling the mode or Quantum, But admitting 
that this was only an alteration or the time tvhen a certain 
claufe in the faid bill was to take effeft, he did not think it 
fliould be pafTcd w ithout mature confideration. And as there 
was a bufmefs of fo much importance for this day^s debate, 
he conceived that the pafling of the bill had better be defer- 
red until the day following, and the rather becaufe the Com- 
mons would lofe fight not merely of their privileges, but of 
their ellential duty were they to aflent, except upon the 
ground of ftridl necelTity, to amendments made in money 
bills by the Houfe of Lords. 

Mr, Chancellor Pitt remarked, that notwithftartding bis chan* 
flncere wifties that the rights of the Houfe of Commons cellorPiw. 
might conftantly remain unviolated, and his fixed opinion 
that all points concerning money bills, and the difpofal of 
the public treafure, ought to remain exclufivcly fubjedl: to 
their decifion, he confidered it as only common juftice to 
allow, that it was equally the right of the Lords to dillent 
from the bill intoto^ or in any of its parts, fhould it notre-^ 
ceive their approbation. The amendments before the Houfe 
were not fuch as affefted the abfolute difpofal of the pe- 
nalty, or the mode by which it was levied; It was only to 
alter the time of the taking effedl of a claufe which, in 
reality, was not a claufe in the faid bill, but only a regula- 
tion and enforcement of one in a former bill. And as the 


alteration of this time was that of making the date when 
the perfon fhould be lkd}le to the penalties commwe# at the 
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iaftead of ihe ipth of Ffebruai-y, he edtild hot cottCfeiVe 
It any infringement of the ^Joule’s prfyjleg^s iii their grants 
of public, monies. The aiteration was beUde abfolutdy ne- 
ceffary, for if It was at the ^tti, and this being the 

lath when the Kill had not been palled, perfortS would be 
.liifole to the penalties of the ad, even previous to its being 
brought legally into exiftence. 

A'fi. Alderman Ncwnham prefent(^ the following petition. 
To tli^ honourable the Houfe of Commons in Parlia- 
ment aflembled* 

, The petition of the fey'eral maiiufadlUrera, whole 
/‘ names are hereunto fiibfcribed, iroih their general Cham- 
berof Manufaderers of Great Britain, 

. “ Humbly IheWeth, 

“ That your petitioners duly imprefled with the ferious 
“ and awful importance of the treaty of commerce, now 
. “ pending with France, beg leave in all humility to repre- 

“ That the fald treaty, involving a vaft complication of 
detail, afieSing a variety of the greateft interefts ; and 
‘‘ comprehending a prodigious change in the commercial 
fyftcm of l^his country, is an ohjed of the inoft momen- 
tous confideratibn. 

‘‘ Tliat your petitioners, after the moft: careful invefti- 
gatibn, which foch fources of information as they have 
, been able to eonfult hitherto have afforded them, are not 
capable of formrng anj certain judgement of a treaty 
fraught with fuch magnitude, novelty, and variety of 
. matter. 

That your petitioners cannot hut be ferioufly alarmed 
“ at hearing that this honourable Houfe has determined to 
. “ come to a decifive vote upon the faid treaty this day. 

“ That your petitioners remembering with gratitude, 
the fovour and indulgence which they experienced from 
this honourable Hoiife on a former occafion, and the pro- 
“ vidential. effeds which were then univerfally allowed to 
“ have refulted from delay, hiimhly conceive, that they 
“ have at prefept ftill ftronger reafons to requeft time for 
the purpofes of inquiry and ddiberation Before this ho- 
nourable Houle, fhall come to any fefolutibn which may 
l>e decifive upon this great meafufe. 

“ And tlierefore your petitioners moft humbly implofo 
this honourable J-foule to poftpone the adoption of any 
Inch relolution— for the important reafons above ftated, 
^/^ apd for fuch time as to the wifdom of this honourable 
Houfe fliall Teem meet. 

.^. Alderman Newnham now nioved that it might lie on the 
table, •and added, That when tile ’Exche- 

quer 
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c^uer ftioulcl move for the order of the day, he flioulcl beg 
leave to trouble the Houfe \Yith his motion for thepoftponer 
ment pf the Committee, agreeable to the prayer of the pe- 
tit' on- 

IVlf , Chancellor P/^declared, that in his opinion the pe- Mr. Clun- 
tition vv IS not in any paflnge whatlbever, .fo pregnaht with ccIlorPitt. 
intereftii^g rnatter as to come at all home to the convi£lioq 
of the HoU'i ;5 or occafion them to waver, for a fingle 
moment, in tlicir determination to inveftigate the nature 
and the merits oi t!:- rreaty* Why had this petition been 
deferred ib long? i lic (dt; umber had enjoyed ample time for 
going fully into the (liJcuffion of the fubjeft, and for pro* 
curing all the lights whifli they might require. Howfoever 
refpe6lable the fignatures to the petition might appear, he 
could not conceive that parliamentary proceedings ought to 
flop in their courfe, becaufe certain individuals had not hi- 
therto made up their minds concerning (what however, had 
been without doors) a long agitated fubjed!):. If the fuh- 
fcribing ])arties to the petition were .nnahle, as it fliould 
feem, to form any decided opinion, during the fpace of four 
rnontlis, it became natural to alk what additional pdrtion of 
time tliey could in reafon defire, for the purpofe of working 
up their fentiments to a conclufive point; but, even if the 
moment of their determination were almofl* at hand, the 
Iloure might ftill go on with their difcuffion ; in the progrefs 
of wi.'.' hit would be found whether the ideas of manufac- 
turers, who, doubtlefs, merited every refpeflful attention, 
aught to operate againft the full eilablifliment of the treaty. 

Their reprefen tat ions mull indeed, carry the moll powerml 
weiglit, could they at all prove that it militated againft the 
intereils of the trading part of the community. 

Mr. Fox anfwered, that he felt it difficult to conceive how Mr. Fax 
It was poffible for any petition more unexceptionably to claim 
the ferious, full and immediate difcuffion of the Houfe thani 
the prefent, figned as it was by fo numerous and refpedlable 
a body of their mercantile fellow-fubje6ls. They were men 
of the firll importance, and what they required was at once 
temperate and juft. They had heard an idea that the vote 
of this night was in fome degree to conclude the difcuffion ; 
now though this idea, thrown out very artfully, w’’as a doc- 
trine to which he Could not fubfcribe, it was their duty to 
pay refpedl to tlie application of men fo intelligent and fo 
interefted.- A more refpe6table name than that of Mr. 

Walker did not exift — In addition to this eminent authority 
on the. cotton branch, the petition was figned by feveral 
names of high credit in the glafs branch, as well as others 
greatly affefied by the treaty, and by names of not lefs cele- 
brity in the. woollen manufadlory of Yorklhire* There 

Y2 . 
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were in the circumftances of the petition, reafons which 
forcibly called oh the Houfe, and which they could notpof- 
fihty overlook without flrangeand marked inattention to the 
declared wifhes of the manufa£l:urers. He needed not to 
^hint but the ftriking affinity betweeiUthis and the firft pe- 
tition prefented from the fame body againft the Irifh propo- 
i[ltions. Upon that occafion as at prefent, were found the 
particularly reputable names of a Walker in the cotton, a 
Holmes in the glafs, and a Milner in the cotton manufac- 
tory. Tjiefe, as "in this inftance, the Chamber prayed for 
time, and the confequence was falvation not only to thema- 
nufaftures of this country, but to the commercial opulence 
of the empire. Such fubferibing petitioners were to be con- 
fidered as the deputies and reprefentatives of manufafturing 
interefts, and under that delcriptibn, intitled to every atten- 
tion which it was in the power of the Houfc to ftevv them, 
at a period when they appeared alarmed for the fate of the 
commercial welfare of their country. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt ohferved, that it was needlefs to re- 
ctllorPitt. the right honourable gentleman, that at leaft four 

months had elapfed fubfequently to the publication of the 
treaty ; that therefore, if the Chamber had received an a- 
larm, there w»s fall time for information ; but that oh the 
^ contrary, they had been completely filent, or rather they 
had fpoken only in applaufeof the negociation until this day. 
It was impoffible, therefore, that they could harbour the 
idea of poltponing the difeuffion. The Chamber of Com- 
merce would ftill have tjie opportunity of procuring the in- 
formation they required, and of colIe(51:ing the fenfe of the 
country; and furely, their doubts would come more pro- 
perly into difeuffion in the Committee expebted ftiortly to 
fit upon the confideration of the treaty. 

Mr. She- Mr. Sheridan obferved, that a material difference muff 
ridan. aiife, Could it, on the prefent occafion, betaken for granted 
that the nianufafturers would have time for inquiry — and 
that this night’s difeuffion was not to be concluded with refo - 
, lutions committing the Houfe in any degree to the accepta- 
tion of the treaty. — And for his own part he ohjecSled'to the 
error which had gone abroad, that the Houle was to be in- 
volved by this night’s vote. He contended, on the contrary, 
that the Houfc would not be committed to the acceptation of 
the treaty until they had palled the laft vote on the laft bill, 
which was neceflary to the carrying into execution the treaty. 
He begged at the fame ' time to call the attention of the 
Houfe to one material perint, in which he believed this im- 
portant fubje6t had not as yet been confidered. The Irifli 
proportions had been mentioned. If this treaty Ihould pafs,’ 
would it not become ablblutely neceflary that thofepropo- 
' ' " . ' ^tion^ 
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fitions, reprobated and rejedted as they were, muft be revi- 
; ved, or at leaft that a fyftem of intercourfe of fome kind, 

[ miift be eftabliftied between this and the kingdom ; for 
I it was totally impoffible that the prefent fyftem fliould con- 
tinue if the treaty with Kirance took place ? He wifhed there- 
fore to learn explicitly from the right honourable gentleman, 

I whether, in cafe the treaty of France was carried intoefFedt, 
it was his intention to revive the Irilh propofitions ? There 
was one other matter which he muft mention. The right 
honourable gentleman contended that the treaty had been 
between four and five months before the public. He denied 
this fadl. It had been but /ourteen days — for until the con- 
vention appeared the treaty could not be faid to be before 
them ; in fo far as that convention fo materially aiffedted 
feveral of the moft leading features of the treaty, and that 
the whole could only be conftrued by a comparifon of them 
both. 

To the manufadburers it was, unbecomingly infinuated, 
that fome parts of the treaty to which they objedled, fhould 
be amended in the convention. This lulled them into fiJence, 
and now that the convention was come, not any corredbion 
of the errors complained of could he found in it. The 
Houfe were doubtlefs, in the recolledbion of a garbled meet- 
ing of manufadburers, artfully convened on the 9th of De- 
cember, and conftfting only of three, perfons, whofe partial 
refolutions had been induftrioufly circulated throughout the 
kingdom. This meeting had but five letters feat to them, 
and three of the five difapproved of the treaty. 

No immediate anfwer being given, the Speaker put the 
tjueftion for leaving the chair, which was carried. 

The Houfe then purfuant to the order of the day, refolved 
itfelf into a committee, toconfiderof as much of His Majef- 
ty’s Speech as related to the treaty of commerce with France, 

And Mr. Beaufoy having taken the chair, 

Mr. Chancellor P/// obferved, that he trufted that when Mr. Chan, 
the Houfe confidered the* magnitude of the fubjedb, they 
would not only forgive him for trefpafling upon their pa- 
tience with an extended inveftigation, but encourage him 
in his attempts to throw all necellary lights upon its nature, 
iind its poffible elFedbs. Convinced that he could not enter 
into details without employing much time, he ftiould on 
this account, avoid needlefsly prolonging the hours of de- 
bate, by the introdudbipn of any extraneous matter what- 
foever. If the treaty ihould be found to comprehend prin- 
ciples hoftile to the received notions and dodbrines of Eritifh 
commerce— and that thereby a general fpirit oFobjedbion 
and difcontent had fpread abroad over the country, he was 
afii rjd that it would little avail him to ftand up in that Com- 
^ mittee, 
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jnittee, and c'lrgue for the acceptance of a negociation> which 
was generally ofFenfive. The Committee would not be 
feduced, by any thing which he might be able to advance, 
from the exerciie of their clear and independent judgements; 
:ind certainly they would not be bound in any degree to the 
confirmation of this treaty, unlefs after the m oft deliberate 
and folemn difeuffion, they fhould perceive it fupported by 
the moll rational principles, and by the moft incontroverti- 
ble policy ; and fo finding it, declare their fenfe of it by 
adopting the means neceflary for carrying it into eftedl. 

f)n this occafion, he Ihould not hefital^^ again, ear- 
nellly to contend' that the treaty in its commercial afpedt 
had been between four and five months before the Public, 
and it was on that ground that he had confidence in going 
into the Committee, and commencing its difeuffion- F6r ii^ 
after remaining between four and five months in the hands 
of every manufadlurer and merchant in the kingdom, after 
being freely difeuifed in various publications, it ftiould turn 
out that no one complaint had been heard; that no great 
manufadluring body of men had taken the alarm ; and that 
nothing had happened whatever to prevent the difeuffion, 
five the petition prefented upon that day, praying for time 
from a few cnanufaclurers colLedled in a certain Chamber of 
Commerce, he lliould certainly think himfelf juftified in 
calling the attention of the Committee to the difeuffion. If 
even that very Chambci who thus prefented the petition, did 
not at the fame time ftate any reafons againft the treaty, 
but leaned itfelf fimply on the vague and unfatisfadlory 
ground, that after four or five months they had hot h.atl time, 
he was lenfjble that gentlemen would not think it a fubftan- 
rial giound for delay, after the expiration of fuch a period 
of time, it appeared that all upon whicli they had deter- 
mined was to entertain doubts, and of courfe;, avoid bring- 
ing* forward an opinion upon the fubjec^. But another tranf- 
adlion had been mentioned and coupled with this he muft 
fay, in a very fingular manner — he meant the Jriih propo 
fit ions. Did the honourable gentleman (Mr. Sheridan) 
iiif.an to iniiauate that there was any ajialogy between this 
' treaty and thofe propofitions ? Surely he did not intend to 
conclude from that experience, that the manufadlurers were 
a body of men flow to apprehend tlieir own danger, or to 
communicate their apprehenfions to Parliament; or did the 
honourable gentleman wifli to keep the refcmblance in ano- 
ther way ? Thofe propofitions, after being canvafled, dif- 
culled, and debated, were at length on the mpft folemn de- 
lil)eration, and he thought with the moft perfedl wifdom, 
approved by the Parliament of ^Great Britain, as a fet of 
relblutions falutary and political for the bafis of an iuter- 

courfe* 
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c::urfe* But thofe propofitiods,* foeviJently oppofed by the 
jtiantjfafturers here, had in the end been rejedted by another 
kingdom as injurious and inimical to her interefts. Was 
this tlv^ parto/ tlve precedent which the honourable gentle- 
man meant to feledl? But in truth there was nothing finii- 
lar. Ihe manufadturers who were in general not a little 
watchful of their interefts, and he rejoiced that they were 
vigilant, had taken no alarm. The woollen trade, fo pro- 
perly dear to. this country, had manifefled no fpecies of ap- 
prehenfion. QIThe manufadlurers of cambrics, of glafs, the 
diftillery, arm other members and branches of our domeftic 
trade, though in fadl, particularly affedled by the treaty, 
had made no complaint, much lefs had they received any 
notices from the mangfadlurers, from the hardware, the 
pottery, and other branches, of any ohjedtion. If after four 
or five months, nothing like an objedtion had been h4||d ; 
and if at the fame time gentlemen were fenfible, that in many 
parts of the country, many deferiptions of men were now 
eagerly looking forward for the completion of the bu/inefs, 
forming exclufive fpeculations on the foot *of it, and all 
waiting in readinefs and anxiety to avail themfelves of the 
benefits, and with themfelves greatly to benefit^ their coun- 
try ; he begged of gentlemen not to think that they raftily 
entered into the confideration of the fubjedl. Under thel’e 
circumftances, therefore, he felt hlmfelf jufiified in declar- 
ing that a reference to the cafe of the Irifti propofitions, 
made more for his arguments and againft his opponents than 
was perhaps fufpedled. While the propofitions were agi- 
tating, and they were not furely more injurious than gen- 
tlemen would reprefent this treaty to be, the manufadlurers 
of the kingdom came forward to Parliament, and at a time 
when they experienced every attention and iudulgence from 
the Houfe, exhibited themfelves the moft incontrovertible, 
and indeed, laudable proof, that while they fancied them- 
felves endangered, or faw their interefts at ftake, they pof- 
felled the moft unremitting vigilance in watching over their 
concerns, and at leaft a fufficient degr^ of firmnefs iu main- 
taining their objedlions. There was npt a body which 
thought itfelf concerned but inftantly took alarm, and join- 
ed in ihe general remonftrances. Was it not fair then to 
conclude, that if any fuch apprehenfions at prefent exifted, in- 
ftead of fupinenefs and negligence, they would apply to Par- 
liament again with redoubled earneftnefs ; but fo far were 
the Public from entertaining any diflike, or even doubts con- 
' earning the merits of this treaty, that from the very bell in- 
formation, he could aflert, in the prefence of many of the 
members from great commercial towns, that in moft parts 
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of tJic country they looked with fanguine wifties for tl 
fpeedy ratification of it. Great and various were the ob- 
jedtsof this treaty, but the refolutions which he fliouldhave 
the honour to propofe that evening, would lie in a narrow 
compafs, and be eafily embraced. It was not his intention 
to draw the Committee to any general refplution which 
fliould involve the meafures neceflary to be taken in future, 
nor need gentlemen be alarmed by thegroundlefs idea of being 
committed by one queftion to all the important details necef- 
fary to the full eftabli'lhment of the fyftem, jj Beveral obfer- 
vations had beei]^ made refpefling the navigation laws and 
maritime regulations, upon whPch, as they did not come 
within th^fcope of his motion to the Committee, and more 
properly/ belonged to the prerogative and the executive go- 
vernjoifeat, he would forbear offering any remarks. He, 
nlpKit only to fubmit to them certain leading refolutions 
tending merely to the commercial eftablifhment, and they 
were founded on the 6th and nth articles of the treaty. 
The refult of the refolutions was precifely this : 

1. T'liat the Committee fhould agree, that all articles not 
enumerated and fpecified in the Tariff fhould be importable 
into this cpuntry, on terms as favourable as thofe of tlie 
moft countenanced nation, excepting always the power of 
preferring Portugal under the provifions of the Methuen 
treaty. 

2. That if any future treaty fhould be made with any 
other foreign power, in any articles either mentioned or not 
mentioned in the pr^fent treaty, France (hall be put on the 
fame, or on as favourable terms as that power. And 

3. That all the articles enumerated aiid fpecffied in the 
Tariff fliall be admitted into this country on the duties, and 
with the ftipuiations Hated in the fixth article. 

He thus confined himfelf to the commercial part of the 
treaty, nor was even all which belonged to that part com- 
prehended in the fcope of thefe refolutions. It w'ouldbe ne- 
ceffary for the Committee to take into their confideration the 
relative flate of the t\to kingdoms. On the firft blufli of the 
matter he believed he might venture to allert it was a fadl 
generally admitted, that France had the advantage in the gift 
of foil and climate, and in the amount of .her natural pro- 
duce. That, on the contrary. Great Britain was, on her 
part, as confelledly fuperior in ber manufa<Stures and artifi- 
cial produdions. Undoubtedly, in point of natural pro- 
duce, France had greatly the advantage in this treaty. He^r 
wines, brandies, oils, and vinegars, particularly the two for- 
mer articles, were matters of fuch important value in her 
produce, as greatly and completely to deftroy all idea of re- 
ciprocity as to natural produce— we perhaps having nothing 
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of that kind to put in competition, but fimpljr the article of 
beer. But on the contrary, was it not a fa(^ as demonftrabiy 
clear, that Britain, in its turn, poflefltKl fome manufa(5lures 
exclufively her own, and that in others fhe had fo completely 
the advantage of her neighbour, as to put competition to de- 
fiance. This then was the relative condition, and this the 
precife ground on which it was imagined that a valuable cor-^ 
refpondence and connedlion between the two. might be efta- 
bliftied. Having each its own and diftinft fiaple — Having 
each thal;,yvhich the other wanted ; and not clafhing in the 
great arid' leading lines of their refpeflive riches, they were 
like two great traders in different branches, tjbey might enter 
into a traffic whicli would prove mutually beneficial to tliem. 
Granting that a large quantity of their natural produce would 
be brought into this country, would any man fay, that we 
fhould not fend more cottons by the direft courfe aow fet- 
tled, than by the circuitous paflages formerly ufed — ■there of 
our woollens than while reftridled in their importation tci 
particular ports, and burdened under heavy duties? Would 
not more of our earthen ware, and other articles, which, 
under all the difadvantages that they formerly fuffered, ftill, 
from their intrinfic fuperiority, force their way regularly 
into France, now be fent thither; and wouW not the aggre- 
gate of our manufadlures be greatly and eminently benefited 
ingoing to this market loaded only with duties from twelve 
to ten, and in one inllance with only five per cent. ? If the 
advantages in this refpedl were not fo palpable and apparent 
as to ftrike and fatisfy every mind interefted in tlxe bufinefs, 
would not the Houfe have had very different petitions on 
their table than that prefented this day ? The faft was ap- 
parent. The article (fadlery) charged themofl highly in the 
Tariff, gave no fort of alarm. The traders in this article, 
though charged with a duty of fifteen per cent, knew their 
fuperiority fo well, that they cheerfully embraced the condi- 
tion, and conceived that tlie liberty would be highly advan-' 
^ageoiis to them. A market of fo many millions of people— 
a market fo near and prompt — a market of expeditious and 
-certain return — of ' neceflary and extenfive confumption, 
tlui^ added to the manufa£lures and commerce of Britain, 
was an objedl which we ought to look up to with eager and 
fatisfied ambition. To procure this, we certainly ought not 
to fcruple to give liberal conditions. We ought not to hefi^ 
tate, becanfe this which muft be fo greatly advantageous to 
us mull alfo have its benefit for them, tt was a great b.ooni , 
procured on eafy terms, and as fuch we ought to view it. It 
was not merely* a coftfoling but an exhilarating fpeculation to 
the mind of an Englifiiman, that after the empire had been 
engaged in a ‘competition Ibe ropft arduous and imminent 6f 
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any that ever threatened a nation— after ftruggling for itsex- 
iftence, that flill it maintained its rank and efficacy fo firmly^ 
that France, finding they could not fhake her, now opened* 
its arms, and offered a beneficial connefliion with her on 
eafy, liberal, and advantageous terms. 

We had agreed by thiis treaty to take from France, oa fmall: 
duties, tlie luxuries of her foil, which however the refine- 
ments of ourfelves had converted into neceffaries. The 
wines of France were already fo much in the pofleflion of 
our markets, that with all the high duties paid by us, they 
found their way to our tables. Was k then a ferious injury 
to admit thefe luxuries on eafier terfns? The admrflion of 
them would not fupplant the wines of Portugal, nor of 
Spain, but would fupplant only an ufelefs and pernicious ma- 
iaufa£lure in this country. He ftated the enormous increafe 
of the import of French wines lately, and inftanced the- 
months of July and Auguft, the two moft unlikely months 
of the year, to fliew the increafe of this trade. The Com- 
mittee would not then perceive any great evil in admitting 
this article oa eafy terms. The next was brandy, and here 
it would be inquired whether the diminution of duty was art 
eligible ineafure. He believed they would alfo agree with 
him on this article, when they viewed it with regard to 
fmliggling. The redudfion of the duties would have a ma- 
terial efFedl: on the contraband in this article ; it was certain 
that the legal importation bore no proportion- to the quantity 
clandeflinely imported — for the legal importation of brandy 
was no more than 600,00a gallons, and the Idppofed amount 
of the fmuggled, at the moft rational and heft -founded efti- 
jnate, was between three and four hundred thoufand gallons. 
Seeing then that this article had taken fuch complete poffef- 
fion of the tafte of the nation, it might be right to procure 
to the ftate a greater advantage from the article than here- 
tofore, and to crulh the contraband, by legalizing the mar- 
ket. 

The oil and vinegar of France were comparatively fmall 
objeds, but, like the former, they were luxuries which had 
taken the ftiape of neceffaries, and which we could fufter 
nothing from accepting on eafy term«. Thefe were the na- 
tural produce* of France to be admitted under this treaty. 
Their next inquiry Ihould be to fee if France had any ma- 
nufaftures peculiar to herfelf, or in which fhe fo greatly ex- 
celled as to give us alarm on account of the treaty, viewing 
it in that afpcfl. Cambric was the firft which ftared him in 
the face, but which, when lie looked around him, and olv 
ferved the general countenance of the Committee, he could 
hardly thirik it neceffary to detain them a moment upon. 
T'he fauSt WaSyit Was an article in whic^ c^r coinpetition with 

France 
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France had ceafed^ and there was no injury in granting aa 
cafy importation to that which we would have at any rate. 
In no other article was there any thing very formidable in 
the rivalry of France. Glafs would not be imported to any. 
amount. In particular hinds of lace, indeed, they might 
have the advantage, but none which they would not enjoy 
independent of the treaty; and the clamours about millinery 
were vague and unmeaning, when, in addition to alj. thefe 
benefits, we included the richnefs of the country with which 
we were to trade; its fuperior population of twenty millions 
to eight, and of courfe a proportionate confumption, toge- 
ther with its vicinity to us, and the advantages of cjuick and 
regular returns, who iould hefitate for a moment to applaud 
the fyftem, and look forward with ardour and impatience to 
its fpeedy ratification ? The pofleffion of fo extenfive and 
fafe a market muft improve our commerce, while the duties 
transferred from the hands of fmugglers to their proper chan- 
nel, would benefit our revenue — the two fources of Britifh 
opulence and Britifh power. 

Viewing the relative circumfiances of the two countries 
then in this way, he faw no objedion to the principle of the 
exchange of their refpeftive -commodities. He faw no ob- 
jedlion to tliis, becaufe he perceived and fejt that our fupe- 
riority in the tariff was manifelt. The excellence of our 
manufadtures was unrivalled, and in the operation mull; give 
the balance to England. But it was fald, that the manufac- 
turers dreaded the continuance of this fuperiority. They 
were alarmed at the idea of a competition with Ireland, and 
confequently they muft be more under apprehenfions at the 
idea of a rivalry with France. He always did think, and 
he muft ftill continue to think, tlut the opinions of the ma- 
nufadurers on this point were erroneous. 7'hey raifed the 
■clamour in refpedt to Ireland chiefly, he imagined# becaufe 
they perceived no certain and pofitive advantage by the in- 
terconrfe to counterbalance this precarious and uncertain evil. 
In this inftance, their confent to the treaty did not proceed 
from a blind acquiefcence, for they never would be blind to 
their intereft; but now that they faw fo certain and fo valua- 
ble an advantage to be reaped, the benefits being no longer 
‘doubtful, they were willing to hazard the probability of the 
injury. Again, he muft fay, that when gentlemen coupled 
this with the Irifh Propofitions, they talked without reflec- 
tion, He wiflied them to be coupled; for did gentlemen 
recoiled, that in that negociatlonit the other party who 
found the fyftem difadvantageo«s* 

Some gentlemen thought proper to contend, that no be- 
neficial treaty could be formed between this country and 
b^cauie no fuch treaty had-eyer bieen formed, and# 
Zz becaufe 
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becaufe, on the contrary, commercial intercourfes with her 
had always been injurious to England. This reafoning was 
completely fiillacious, thpugh it founded largely. For in 
the firft place, we had, during a very long leries of years, 
experienced a commercial connexion with France, and could 
not therefore form any rational eftimate of its merits; and, 
fecondly, though it might be true that a commercial inter^ 
courfe founded on tlie treaty of Utrecht would have been in- 
jurious, it did npt follow that this would prove the fame; 
for at tijat time the manufactures, in which we now excel- 
led, had hardly sxiftence, but were on the fide-of France in- 
ftead of being againll her. The tariff did not then, as now, 
comprehend all the articles in which we comparatively ex- 
celled, but in addition to the produce of France, which at 
all periods mull be the fame, flie had the balance of manu- 
factures alfo in her favour. At that period alfo the preju- 
dices of our manufacturers againft France were in their rage, 
and correfponded with the party violence of the day in the 

f eprobation of the meafure; but fo far was the Parliament 
rom entertaining the opinion of no treaty being otherwife 
fhan detrimental; which could be made with France, that 
they went up with an addrefs'to Her Majelly, praying Her 
to renew commercial negociatipns with the CJoprt of France, 
it was nbt correctly ftated neither that we had invariably 
confidered it as our policy to relill all connection with 
France. She had been more jealous of us than we of her— 
prohibitions began on the part of France, and we only re^ 
taliated in our own defence. Thefe parts of his fubjeCt, he 
felt it difficult to drop, without again adverting to the effeCt 
of this treaty on our revenue, which would almoft exceed 
credibility, though it would ciufe an average . reduction of 
50I. per cent, in every article in our book of rates ; on 
French wines the reduction would he io,oopl. per annum; 
on Portugal wines, 176,000!. fliould tlie Methuen treaty be 
continued; and, on brandy, a reduction of 20,oool. The 
furrender bf revenue for great commercial pnrpofes was a 
policy by no means unknown in the hiftory of Great Britain, 
buf here we enjoyed the extraordinary advantage of having 
thern returned to us in a three-fold rate, by extending and 
iegafizihg the importation of the articles. \Vhen it was con- 
fidered that the increafe muft exceed the conceffioii which 
we made, it would no longer be an argument that we can- 
not afford this reduClion. InCreafe by means of redudion, 
he 'was obliged to tonfcfs, appeared once a paradox, but 

was more than 

:o confider, 
les was changed 
* in 


experience had now convinced us that it 
braCricable. ' ‘ . 

The Ample queftion for the Coinmittee t 
JFhether, if the fituation of the two countr 
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in its relative afpeft; if it was true, that at the treaty of 
Utrecht we had but little to fend* to France, and that we had 
now much to fen J them ; that our manufadlures were fo con- 
fefl'edly fuperior as to dread no competition, and greatly to 
counterbalance the natural produce of France — we ought 
not to enter into the treaty; or whether there was not fome 
prepofterous and irticrutable, as well as fixed and eternal 
fomething between the two countries which muft prevent 
them from ever forming any connexion, or cherifhing any 
fpecies of amity ? Having decided on this point, the next 
bufinefs of the Committee was to fee how far this treaty 
would alFedl their commercial treaties with other powers. 
This naturally led him to Portugal; and he muft pofitively 
affirm, that there was nothing which prevented them from 
complying fully with the conditions of the Methuen treaty, 
if tlie Britiili Legiflature ftiould find it right, by the con- 
dudf of Portugal, to maintain the full force of that treaty. 
By enlarging tlieir market for wine, they neither infringed 
on the markets of Portugal nor of Spain. It was not pre- 
tended even that the treaty could affedl their coni\c6tion 
with any other powers. 

Mr. Pitt contended, that it was not more neceflary to view 
the elTedls of tfie treaty in its commercial operation, than as it 
might have an influence on the revenue. There would un- 
doubtedly be a very confiderable redudlion of duties. It was 
a queftion, however, whether this redudlion would be at- 
tended with a proportionate lofs to the revenue. On the 
lubjedl of wines, it was certain that this redudlion would 
not fo operate ; for if the Methuen treaty was to be pre- 
fer ved, and he certainly thought that nothing but the con- 
dudl of Portugal could make us harbour the idea of putting 
an end to it, there muft be a defalcation from the fubfifting 
duties on wine to the amount of 160 or 170,000!. a year. 
On brandy there muft allb be a lofs, though a very fmall 
one, confidering the probable increafe of the legal importa- 
tion — hut there might be a diminution of the revenue to the 
amount of 20,oool. Taking this evil at the worft, a fur- 
render of revenue for great commercial purpofes was not 
pontradidlory to found policy, nor to eftabliflied pradlice. 
It was happy for the nation that this defalcation would make 
no difference, becaufe it did 'not interfere with the plan of 
applying the furplus of the revenue to the payment of the 
fiebt. 

Previous to an examination of the treaty in its political 
afpedl, he begged leave to trefpafs upon the patience of the 
Houfe, whilft he adverted to jthe report made to the General 
Chamber of Manufadturers ; a report, which would now 
form apart of bis fpcech; but, howsver, he lhouldbe forry 

•and 
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and afeamed were the Committee to xniftake it as being ac- 
tually a part t>f his fpeech. The Houfe would, therefore, 
pleafe to recolleft, that this Chamber of Manufa< 5 turers had 
alked, What laws muft be repealed to make room for the 
French treaty r” They needed not to fufpend their opi- 
nions Amply on this ground; they might have left the talk 
of difcovefing tbefe laws to Parliament, unlefs they meant 
to take from . them the trouble of legiflation. The enumera- 
tion which they had made was Angular. They had found 
out that the aliens duty muft be repealed. In conArmation 
of this, they had thought proper to obferve, that beAdes the 
laws reftraining exportation, the^e are many others which, 
in favour of our own manufaflures, prohibit the exportation 
of foreign goods, as the 4th Ed. 4th, chap. i. by which no 
cloths wrought beyond fea, ihixM be brought into England, 
and fet to fale. That the 3d Edw. 4th, chap. 3d and 4th. 
The I ft of Rich. 3d, chap. 12. The 7th Eliz. chap. 7. 
The 13th and 14th Charles 2d, chap. 13, contains a variety 
of prohibitions on the importation of a great number of ar- 
ticles jn the woollen, iron, copper, and glafs manufadlures. 
Every one of which laws muft neceflarily be repealed. And 
that it has alfobeen proved by a law, ift of Rich. 3d. chap. 
9th and 32(ii.Hen. 8th. chap. 15. That ho alien Aiall fell 
by retai/y nor take any leafe of a houfe or fliop to trade 
in,” which muft by this treaty alfo be repealed, as the 
.permiflion to fell by retail is not (as was in the treaty of 
Utrecht) excepted. And they add, that' it may be proper 
to remark, that any relaxation of the laws, to prevent the 
clandeftine landing of goods, will have a worfe efFeft upon 
our manufaflurers, than even a direft importatibn upon cer- 
tain duties; and that by the free approach allowed to French 
veflels upon the coaft; and the time given by the treaty to 
make entries, and to correal them when made, an alteration 
of the cuftom-houfe laws, (made as well for the protedion 
of fair trade, as the collection of the revenue) muft take 
place, from which they apprehend great mifehiefs may cn- 
fue. . 

Mr. Pitt here remarked, that he believed that a well- 
founded opinion prevailed in the learned profeftion, that the 
ftatutes of Richard III. and Henry VIII. impoAng that 
odious duty, were in faeft no longer in exiftence. If this 
were not fo, he was fure at leaft that the gentlemen on the 
other fide of the Houfe, whofe liberal principles he would 
always acknowledge, would not become advocates for the 
continuance of thefe odious penal ftatutes. In this enumera- 
tion alfo they talked of a vaft number of articles which 
would be clandeftinely imported and exported — of the en- 
couragement to finuggling by the rc-'approach to our fhores 

•^^Ubough 



A. 1787. D E B A f E Sv 

• — although the re-approach was- pointedly confined ta /hips 
driven by ftreis of weather, and the danger of alteraticfn of 
cntries—and that by taking off the old prohibitions, their 
wool, their fullers earth, nay, their tools, utenfils, and fe** 
crets, would be tranfmitted to the rival. He profefled he 
could not devine the part of the treaty where this Commit- 
tee of Manufa6lurers had difcovered thefe dangers — He con- 
ceived that they were empowered to preferve all the prohibi- 
tions which they might think it wife to continue. He knew 
not of any poffibillty of fending the wool, the fullers earth, 
or the tools of the manufadlurers out of the kingdom. He 
went through the whole re{)ort of the Committee, comment- 
ing on each paflage, and oppofing the ideas of the whole. 
That a fet of manufacSlurers Ihould negleft to cpnfider the 
application of the treaty to themfelves, while they wandered 
into the paths of legiflation and government, did not look 
like that apprehenfion for their real interefts which their ter- 
rors betrayed at the time of the Irifli propofitions. They 
indeed expreffed their fears, fhould the tools and manufac- 
turers of this country be imported to France; but upon that 
fubje6l they may be quite at their eafe; for there was not a 
word in the treaty to favour fuch a conftru£lion. / 

Confidering the treaty in its political view, he fhould not 
hefitate to contend againll the too-frequently-advanced doc- 
trine, that France was, and muft be, the unalterable enemy 
of Britain. His mind revolted from this pofition as mon- 
ftrous and impoflible. To fuppofe that any nation could be 
unalterably the enemy of another, was weak and childilL. 
It had neither its foundation in the experience of nations nor 
in the hiftory of man. It was a libel on the conftitution of 
political focieties, and fuppofed the exigence of diabolical 
malice in the original frame of man. But thefe abfurd 
tenets were taken up and propagated; nay, it was carried 
farther; it was faid, that by this treaty the Britifli nation 
was about blindly to throw itfelf into the arms of this con- 
ftant and uniform foe. Men reafoned as if this treaty was 
not only to extinguifli all jealoufy from our bofoms, but 
alfo completely to annihilate our means of defence; as if by 
the treaty w^e gave up fo much of our army, fo much of our 
marine ; as if our commerce was to be abridged, our navi- 
gation to be leflened, our colonies to be cut off or to be ren- 
dered defencelefs, and as if all the fundlions of the ftate 
were to be funk in apathy. What ground was there for this 
train of reafoniiig? Did the treaty fuppofe that the interval 
of peace between the two countries would be fo totally un- 
employed by us as to difable us from meeting France in the 
moment-of war with our accuftomed ftrength? Did it not 
much rather, by opening new fourccs of wealth, fpeak this 

forcible 
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forcible language ; that the interval of peace, as it would 
enrich the nation, would alfo prove the means of enabling 
her to combat her enemy with more elFeil: when the day of 
hoftility fliould come. It did more than this; by promotin 
habits of friendly intercourfe, and of mutual benefit, while 
it invigorated the refources of Britain, it made it lefs likely 
that file fliould have occafion to call forth thofe refources. it 
certainly had at leaft the happy tendency to make the two 
nations enter into more intimate communion with one 
another, to enter into the fame views even of talle and man- 
ners; and while they were mutually benefited by the con- 
nexion, and endeared to one another by the refult of the 
common benefits, it gave a better chance for the prefervar 
tion of harmony between them, while fo far from weaken- 
ing, it ftrengthened their finews for war. That we fliould 
not be taken unprepared for war was a niatter totally cliflinft 
from treaty. Tt depended in no degree on that circumftance, 
but Amply and totally on the watchfulnefs and ability of the 
Adminiftration for the time being. He had heard of the in- 
variable charaXer of the French nation, and of the French 
Cabinet; her reftlefs ambition, and her inceflant enmity and 
deCgns apinft Britain; and he noticed the particular in- 
llance of her interference in our late clifputes, and of the 
refult of her attack at that time. That France had, in that 
inftantof our diftrefs, interfered to crufli us, was a truth over 
which he did not defire to throw even the flighteft veil. 
Having premifed that the provifions of the treaty would 
neither delude us intofecurity, nor accomplifh our reduXion; 
that, on the contrary, it would ft lengthen our hands, and 
whilft it did not diminifti our means, would throw the prof- 
peX, and the neceflzty of war, at a very great diftance, 
friendly aflurances, he added, were not always to be relied 
on; but, though he thought France the aggrefTor in moft of 
our former wars, her aflurances and franknefs, during the 
prefent negociation, were fuch as, in his opinion, might ra- 
ther be relied upon. What may be the projeXs which wild 
ambition might ojie day diXate, was beyond his penetration, 
but at prefent the Court of France was governed by maxims 
too prudent and political, not to coiifult its own lafety and 
happinefs beyond the minifterial aims of impraXicable con- 
queft. Opprefled as this nation was during the laft war, by 
the moft formidable combination for its deftruXion, yet had 
France very little to boaft at the end of the conteft, which 
ftiould induce them again to enter deliberately into hoftilities 
againft this country. In fpite of our misfortunes, our re- 
fiftance muft be admired, and in our defeats we gave proofs 

of 
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of our greatnefs and almoft-inpxhauftible refources;, which, 
perhaps, fuccefs would never Ihew us — » 

Duris ut ilex tonfa bipcnnibus, 

ISigrai fcraci frondis in algido ; 

Per damna, per coedes, ab ipfo 

Dncit opes animumqiie ferro. 

Indeed, whilft he recolledled the whole of that dreadful con- 
troverty, he could deduce arguments from it to reconcile 
the prefent condufl: of France with more equitable and n>ore 
candid principles of policy than gentlemen feemed willing to 
attribute to our rival, \3/heii France perceived that, in that 
dreadful conteft, when the enormous combination of power 
was againft us, it might be truly faid that we were ftrug- 
gling for our exiftence, we not only faved our honour, but 
manifeiled the folid, and, he might alfo be tempteid to fay, 
the inexhauftlble refources of the land; refleiling that though 
{lie had gained her objedl in difmembering our empire, Ihe 
"had done it at an expence which had funk herfelf in extreme 
c mbarraffment ; and refle(£ling alfo, that fuch a combination 
f hoftile power againft us, without afingle friend in Europe 
on our fide, can never be imagined again to exift; may I not 
(exclaimed Mr. Pitt) be led to cherifti the id/i, that feeing 
the durable and fteady charafler of our ftrength, and the in- 
efficacy as well as the ruin of hoftility, France would eagerly 
willi to try the benefits of an amicable connexion with us ? 
It was a fingular line of argument which he had heard, ami 
which he faw was alfo propagated out of doors, that the 
treaty w|)uld prove objeclionable, if it fliould be found that 
though advantageous to ourfelves it would be equally fo to 
them. It was rediculous to imagine that the French would 
confent to yield advantages without an idea of return; and 
the treaty would be of benefit to them; but he did not he- 
fitate to pronounce his firm opinion, even in the eyes of 
France, and pending the bufinefs, that though advantageous 
to her, it would be more fo to us. The proof of this after- 
tion was fliort and indubitable. She gained for her wine;* 
and other produce a great and opulent market ; we did the 
lame, and to a much greater degree. She procured a market 
of eight millions of people, we a market of twenty-four mil - 
lions — France gained this market for her produce, which 
employed in preparation but few hands, gave little en- 
couragement to its navigation, and produced but little to the 
ftate. We gained this market for our manufa6tures, which 
employed many hundreds of thoufands, and which, in col- 
lefting the materials from every corner of the world, ad- 
vanced our maritime ftrength, and which, in all its combi- 
nations, and -in ev^ry article and ftage of its progrefs, con- 
VoL. XXI. A a tributtd 
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tributed largely to the ftate* . France could not gain the ac-* 
ceflion of ioo,oool. to her revenue by the treaty ; but Eng- 
land muft neceflarily gain a million. I'his would as eafily 
be demonftrated — The high price of labour in Englami arole 
chiefly from the excife, and three-fifths of the price of la- 
bour were faid to come into the Exchequer. The produce 
of France, on the contrary, was low in the ftaple, and ids 
produdlive to the ftate in the procefs. Even the r^uced 
duties were fo proportionably high, that France could not 
fend to us 500,000!. of brandies but we muft gain cent, per 
cent, by the article. In this view then, though France 
might gain, we muft be, coiiiparattvely, fo much more be- 
nefited, that we ought not to fcruple to give her the advan«f 
tages: and fureiy ought not to fear that mis very difpropor* 
tiouate gain could be injurious to us in cafe of a future 
conteft. It was in the nature and effence of an agreement 
between a manufafturing country and a country blefled with 
peculiar pioduftions, that the advantages muft terminate in 
favour of the former ; but it was particularly difpofed and 
fitted for both the connedlions^ 'I'hus France wa^ by the 
peculiar difpenfatiou of Providence, gifted, perhaps, morc^ 
than any other country upon earth, with what made life 
defirable, in ^int of foil, climate, and natural pcodudlions. 
It had the moft fertile vineyards and the richeft harvefts; 
the greateft luxuries of man were produced in it with little 
coft and with moderate labour. Britain was not thus bleil 
by nature; but, on tfie contrary, it pofTclFed, through the 
happy freedom of its conftit ition, and tlie equal fecurity 
of its laws, an energy in its enterprife, and a ftibility in 
its exertions, which had gradually raifed it to a ftate of 
commercial grandeur; and not being fo bountifully gifted 
by Heaven, it had refource to labour and art, bv which it 
had acquired the ability of fupplying its neighbour with nil 
the neceflary einbellifhments of life in exchange for her na- 
tural luxuries. Tluis ftanding with regard to each other, a 
friendly connedlion feemed to be pointed out between them, 
inftcad of the ftate of unalterable enmity, which was fafely 
faid to be their true political feeling towards one another. 

In conclufion, Mr. Pitt remarked that with refpedl to 
political relation, tliis treaty at leaft if it afforded us no be - 
nefits, brought us no difadvantages. It quieted no well- 
foun^d jealoufy; it flackened no neceffxry exertion; it re- 
tarded no provident fopply, but fimply tended, while it in- 
creafed our ability for war, to poftpone the period of its ap- 
proach* But on this day he had only to draw thchr attention 
fo objedks merely cpmmercialf and he muft again fay, that 
be by no means wifhed to bind diem by any refolution this 
night to any general approbation of the meafure. tie fliouhV 
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fit down after voting his firft refolution ; yet he begged to 
be underftood that he meant to move the others which he 
had mentioned. 

Mr. Pitt now moved, That in cafe either of the two 
high contrailing parties fliall think proper to ellabliih 
prohibitions, or to augment the import duties upon any 
goods or merchandife of the growth or manufafture ot 
the other, which are not fpecified in the tariiF, fuch pro- 
hibitions or augmentations fliall be general, and lhall 
comprehend the like goods and tnerchandifes of the other 
moft -favoured European nations, as well as thofe of either 
ftate: and in cafe either of the two contraifting parties 
ft)all revoke the prohibitions, or diminish the duties, in 
favour of any other European nation, upon any goods or 
merchandife of its growth or manufafture, whether on 
importation or exportation, fuch revocations or diminu- 
tions lhall be extended to the fubjecfts of the other party, 
on condition that the latter fliall grant to the fubjea:s 
of the former the importation and exportation of the like 
“ goods and merchandifes under the fame duties; the cafes 
referved in the feventh article of the prefent treaty always 
“ excepted. That all articles of manufafture and com- 
merce, not enumerated in the tariff, be ifSmitted from 
France, on paying the fame duties as the fame articles 
pay on importation from the moft favoured nation.^ 

Mr. Fox remarked, tliat he felt himfelf impelled to rife, Mr. Fuc. 
by a confcioufnefs that it was now become indifpenfahly his 
duty not to fail embracing the earlieft opportunity of deliver- 
ing his opinions concerning a point, of which the prefent 
afped feemed certainly of all others the moft detrimental to 
the policy, the revenue, and the commerce of this ifland. 

So impreffed was he with this idea, that he fliould npt hefi- 
tate to open his fentiments, with a declaration that no forr* 
mer Minifter had ever laboured to introduce a meafure more 
beneficial to the country than that which was the prefent 
objedl of parliamentary inveftigation. With regard to what 
the right honourable gentleman, had obferved refpediing its 
political tendency to cement in bonds of peace and com- 
merce the friendfhip of both countries, and that he con- 
ceived it not impoflible, by thefe means, to deflroy that en- 
mity which had fubfifted between the two n.ations, he mull 
bpg leave entirely to diffent. France was the inveterate and 
unalterable political enemy of Great Britain. No ties pf af^ 
fefrion or mutual intercft could poffibly eradicate what was fo 
deeply rooted in her conftitution. What could demoaftrate 
h more than the invariable fyftem of her policjr towards this 
ifland ? Was not hpf' whole condud towards this couatiy s n 
imwe^Mried and fyflNwaatic feries of meafures, either dmin- 

Aa a guifl^d 
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gnifhed for their finifter intrigue or declared hoftility r He 
did not mean to fay this enmity arofe from any vindidtive 
princples ; it was not that fhe adopted her meafures for our 
annihilation in remembrance of Creiley or Agincourt ; no, 
her policy of diminiftiing our power and profperity arifes 
from her own inordinate ambition of univerfal monarchy ; 
and thus are we heriiatxiral enemies. It is from us Ihe fears 
the diminution of her powers to obtain this dehrable objedl 
of her inordinate ambition. From us alone do the other 
powers of Europe hope for proteflion, to maintain that ba- 
lance of power which can preferve their refpedlive liberties 
from her encroachments. We aiae therefore not her foe 
froih enmity or ambition ; we are only her enemy in her at- 
tempts to dellroy that fyftem of policy on which the other 
ilates of Europe muft depend for their liberties as well as 
flieircxiftence. When ftie attempts encroachments on the 
barriers of European liberty, it is then Great Britain is her 
enemy, and no longer ; and while this is the objedl of her 
ambition, fo we lhall ever remain ; and when had w^e not 
reafon to look upon France with this jealoufy and circum- 
i'pedlion ? V iew the tenor of all our hillory. While fhe 
pra( 51 iled thefe political intrigues of ambition, w^e w^ere al- 
ways the onl^- power able and ready to check, puniih, and 
counteradl herdefigns. From the period of Henry the Vlth 
to Charles II. he acknowledged that we did not feel this 
jealoufy towards France. She was not during this time in a 
capacity to alarm any of the other powders of Europe witli 
her ambitious encroachments. We had therefore no caule 
for the continuance of our exertions againft her machina- 
tions and encroaching hoflilities. Such were the general 
principles on which Great Britain and France were naturally 
unalterable enemies. A variety of treaties would ferve to 
prove that it was the principle bf each of them not to admit 
her to a participation of our commercial advantages, except 
during the reigns of the two Stuarts. 

The Houfe were not ignorant that in the treaty of Utrecht 
in the year 1713, which was as much the cenfure of that 
day as it has been decried ever fmce, the Miniftry, who bad 
the entire afFedtion, confidence, and reverence of the People 
and Parliament, did attempt to enter into a commercial con- 
nexion with France. But fuch was the policy of the Whig 
party, that very fuccefsfully for this country, by their exer- 
tions and oppofition, they fubverted tlie plan which would 
ptherwife have been adopted, and would then have ruined the 
profperity of this country, and deftroyed the liberties moft 
probably of every other in Europe. For had our powers 
been dlminifhed, we fhould not have poflefled 'that ftrength 
lyhich has ever been and muft be their prdieXidnt was 

fimilar 
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fimilar to what had happened to the right honourable gentle- 
man himfelf on a fornier occaflon (the Irifh propofitions.) It 
was true, he admitted, according to what he (Mr. Pitt) had 
obferved, this Parliament had not rejedted them. But llill 
they were rejedted, and happily, he thought, for the in te- 
reft of both countries. But in what manner was the quef- 
tion carried in that Houfe in favour of the right honourable 
gentleman ? Was it not from the confidence which they 
placed in the intentions of the Minifter, although they 
diftrufted the confeqiiences of his meafures ? Did not feveral 
gentlemen of very refpedfable ability, charadler, and pro- 
perty, fay, when they gave their vote in favour of the Irifh 
proportions, that it was a fubjedl of fo complex and intri- 
cate a nature, that they could Hot think themfelves com- 
pletely competent to decide; but that they gave their vote 
on the mod unreferved confidence of the right honourable 
gentleman’s intentions. Such we fhould expedl would have 
been the condudf of that day; for never were a Miniftry 
higher in the trufts and eftimation of the whole nation, as 
well as the Parliamenf. So great was their attachment to 
this Tory Adminiftration, that even the man (the Duke of 
Marlborough) wlio had carried the charadfer of the country 
to the higheft exaltation of glorious conqueft, v<as, in con- 
formity to the lentiments of this Miniftry, degraded and 
diftionoureiL Is it not then an evidence incontrovertible of 
the idea which the nation had of the impolicy of entering 
into a commercial commerce with France, when they could 
ilms rejedl a plan in its favour, propofed by a Minifter, to 
whom they gave fuch an implicit confidence, and of whom 
they entertained fuch an exalted opinion ? And what indeed 
was Jthe condudl of both countries in fucceediiig treaties. 
Among thefe might be obferved feveral particulars relative to 
the family compadt between the Houfes of Bourbon. By 
this compadt an alliance had been formed, which feemed par- 
ticularly a conjudlion of power to diminifh the growing vi- 
gour and profperity of Great Britain. By that it was agreed, 
that no Englilhman fliould have the fame privilege in France 
or Spain as a Frenchman or Spaniard fhould have in them 
mutually. This was therefore evidently to diminifli the ad- 
vantages which Great Britain formerly enjoyed in thofe na- 
tions, and to aggrandize the emoluments their fuhjedls 
refpedlively. But this difadvantage we foon controlled; 
for, in the treaty of Paris, in the year 1763, we ftipulated 
that an Englifhman fiiould be confidered in France as a Spa- 
niard, and in Spain as a Freiichman; and, in the treaty of 
1783, this objedl was Hill continued. Thus in both treaties 
particular care had been taken to reftore to this country the 
privileges which they enjoyed in France and Spain before the 
‘2 ' faffing 
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palling the family compact* But this 25th article of the 
compaA was by the prcfent treaty reftored to its former vi^ 
gour. In this treaty between the French Minifters and the 
commercial plenipotentiary (Mr. Eden) it was agreed that 
the 25th article of the family compadl fhould be again re- 
ftored. And as a compenfation we had the referve of lower- 
ing the duties of Portugal wines, in order to enable us to 
preferve the Methuen treaty. But this was a refervation 
that could be confidered no grant of F rance. We had al- 
ready this power; we had therefore reftored to France and 
Spain a power of excluding us from the advantages they 
granted to each other for the enje^yment of a privilege which 
we already poflefled. Mr. Fox« now adverting to the lenti- 
roents of Mr. Pitt in regard to the petition from the Cham- 
ber of Commerce, remarked, that the right honourable gen- 
tleman obferved, that as a petition had been brought up to 
the Houfe from fomc of the moft refpe€lahle merchants not 
only in this country, but in Europe, wliich had not ftated 
any precife objedlion tp the treaty, that it was rather to be 
received as ap approbation than a remonftrance againft the 
treaty. He did not recolledt that the parties had forborne 
giving their opinions on the fubjefl until more official in-» 
formation Vas lajd before them to empower them to decide. 
But were the modeft fentiments of fuch gentlemen, whole 
names he muft have heard read in the petition to be treated 
with this interpretation ? Did he not read there the name of 
Mr. Walker, one of the greateft manufafturers in Europe in 
the cotton and fuftiaii articles ? Did he not read the name of 
Mills and Heywood, one of the greateft houles in the 
clothing trade in Leeds in Yorkflxire? Surely when fuch 
men as thefe had figned a petition againft any meafure, 
their fentiments were to be regarded. And although they 
had not advanced any particular objetSlions, from a deftre to 
wait for complete information, yet their p refen t petition, as 
againft the operative principle of the hill, was certainly an 
obje 61 : worthy the right honourable gentleman’s attention. 
Much would it become the Iloufe ferioufly to Qontemplate 
the efFeft which this treaty might have on the revenues of 
the country. What were the advantages that Miniftry 
could poffiblyexpeft from this treaty? With regard to tjid 
prevention of fmuggling, he did not conceive how the ar- 
guments the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had vifed 
would apply. He had faid, with refpeeft to the brandies, 
that what were formerly fmuggled into this country would 
now come under the legal duty, and thus Would the revenue 
receive all the advantages of which it was formerly defraud- 
ed. Rut how did this fa<fr really ftand? The duties on 
brandies made their i-yiportatian to th^ nxcrch;^t.7 6 

per 
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per gnllon. This was 400 per cent. Would the right ho* 
nourable gentleman therefore pretend to fay, that when the 
duties on brandies were four hundred per cent, in the firft 
coft, that they would not be now fmugglcd in as great a pro- 
portion as they were formerly ? They certainly would; for 
where there was fuch a temptation, there would fmuggling 
always exill, — But, to prevent this fmuggling of brandy* 
the right honourable gentleman had declared that he had a 
plan to propofe to efFeftuate it entirely. What was thit 
plan ? ] 3 id he mean to reduce the duties to 100 1 . per cent? 

Would he lower the duties to 3 s. 4d. per gallon ? And if 
he did, what affurance could he give that they would not 
then fmuggle brandies into this country. But if he reduced 
the duties on brandies, the duties on rum muft be reduced in 
proportion, otherwife the confumption of our colonial pro- 
duce in the Weft Indies would be materially dirtiinilhed. He 
was therefore affured that he could not, with any confiftency 
of policy or expediency, lower the duties beneath their pre- 
fent ftandard. If he did, he would rifle the diminution of 
the revenue in one inftance, and the diminution of our ^Yeft- 
ladia produce in the other. Therefore he could not conceive 
in what particular fmuggling would be diminifhed with re- 
gard to the exportation of brandies, under the ftipiflations of 
the prefent treaty. 

As to the commercial part of the treaty, the firft ohjeft 
that moft materially claimed his attention was the woollen 
manufaftbry. It had been argued, that we had opened to 
ourfelves a market, containing twenty-four millions of peo- 
ple, while France had only obtained a market from us of 
eight millions. But with refpefl to the number of perfons 
in a market, he did not eftimate the advantages to be derived 
on fuch a fcale of computation. The advantages were to 
be eftimated from the confumption of the nation’s produce. 

7 *Iie raw material, were it grown in the country, and then 
pianufadlured, was certainly the eftimate of one nation’s 
profit with another in a commercial Intercourfe. How was 
the fituation of this with regard to our woollen manufac- 
tures ? As far as the woollen articles we might export to 
.France, by virtue of this treaty, were compofed of Englilh 
wool, we Ihould clearly have benefit. But as we ufed at 
leaft 330,0001. of Spanilh wool in our manufactories of 
woJIen cloths, we clearly loft this advantage of the raw ma- 
terial. And this was not all; for this 350,000!. when manu- 
faftured into cloth, was eftimated, by thofe moft converfant 
in the trade, to amonnt to no lefs a fum than double, even 
to 700,0001. Thus fuch a value would be clearly to our 
difadvantage. And what yet more increafed our lofs was, 
that Spain might give France an opportunity of importing 

their 
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their wool under the fandion of the treaty, which reftored to 
both France and Spain the privileges of the family compaft. 
By this France would be able to manufa£ture this article, and 
afterwards ferve us with the commodity which we before 
made ourfelves. And as it was a fpecies of cloth which our 
wool would not make, we fhould be obliged to purchafe it 
from France, under the difadvantage of their having the la- 
bour, and we the Jofs of the artificers, and they the emolu- 
ment, and we the lofs of the manufafture. Thus, having 
fhewn in what manner the advantages of reciprocity were to 
be eftimated in this treaty, he proceeded to feveral other arti- 
cles. Among thefe was the importation of brandies into this 
country. He had before manifefted, that in no poffible man- 
ner could this treaty diminifli the fmuggling of this article 
into the country. And now he meant to evince, that the 
revenue could not*poflibly be benefited under the idea of a 
greater quantity of brandy being imported into the country. 
600,000 gallons were the eftimate of the brandies imported 
here. But of this quantity, only 160,000 gallons was the 
quantity imported annually from France. It was, therefore, 
evident that the reft mull be chiefly imported from Spain, or 
fome other countries on tliat part of the Continent. Confe- 
quently iowering the duties of what were imported from 
France could not increafe the revenue; for, as what was im- 
ported from thence was evidently lb difproportionate to wliat 
we imported from Spain and other countries, no increafe of 
confumption in French brandies could poflihly be expefled. 
Unlefs the conftitutions of tho people could be altered, he 
believed a greater quantity could nofbe confumed than what 
was at prefent. He, therefore, could not conceive any ad- 
vantages of revenue, or indeed commerce, to be derived from 
lowering the duties on this article. He then proceeded to 
the (X)tton manufadtory. This, he faid, was chiefly fup- 
ported by the working of a raw material, of which no lefs a 
quantity than 1 7,000, ooolb. of wool cotton was ufed. But 
of this quantity half was imported from France, Portugal,., 
>nid the Brazils. Was not this an alarming circumllance to 
A manufadtory of fuch confequence as the cotton, fuftian, 
and velvet was to this country ? By this treaty, France her- 
felf might withhold two millions of the quantity 'we ufed, 
and keep it for her own rifing manufadlures. And if we 
were deprived of this raw materia), one of our greateft manu- 
fadtures would be deftroyed, or at leaft tranfplanted to 
France. What was there in the treaty to compenfate for 
fuch an ellential lofs to the commerce of the kingdom? He 
knew of none. Much had been faid with regard to its reci- 
procity, but with all his examination of it he could not find 
one article in vvhijph any trace of it exilled. Proceeding thus 

. through 
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tbrougb'i^tvcral articles of our commerce^ he adverted to our 
fituation with Portugal with refpeft to the prcfent treaty;— ^ 
As to. the idea of our renewing or preferving the Methuen 
treaty, he had not the leaft expedtation. We had not pre- 
ferved to ourfelvcs the only chance which could give us any 
pretence to alk it with confidence. Portugal knew that we 
had formed a treaty which precluded us from every poflibility 
of making any advantage of any propofal we might offer, 
and fhe might think proppr to rejeft. She would, therefore, 
not be inclined to give us a benefit for a bonus we had not 
in our power to beftow ; fpr notwithftanding we had a relerve 
to reduce her wines one third below thofe of France, yet as 
we had no means of giving, or rather felling, this advantage 
to any otlier, fhould ?.ie refufe it, fhe could have no reafon 
to accept a pi^^ofition tending fo much to her difadvantage. 
What gave a pretence to treaty was, to have it in your power 
to offer to one, what, if rejeded, you might, with id van- 
offer to another. But this you could not expeft in the 
j)refent inftance of Portugal wines, and therefore he did not 
perceive on what fpecies of confiderice we could expe£k the 
Methuen treaty to be continued, what was to compenfate for 
the advantage which we loft ? 150,000!. of fallrfifh we, an- 
nually fent to that country. Where could we find a market 
for this invaluable article of our commerce ? If any where, 
we fhould expedl to have it in France. For as we loft a be- 
nefit in confequence of giving them an advantagej we cer- 
tainly had a right to expe^ from them a compenfation. But 
could we expe£t this? No! They had afifhery of their 
own. They, therefore, would not take ours. Where then 
would tlie right honourable gentleman find the reciprocity in 
this particular ? None could beTound. It was confequently 
evident, that here a moft material facrifice was offered to the 
pretences of France. We loft not only this fale of our 
produce, as it might be called, but we loft this proportionate 
opportunity of reaping thofe advantages from our fifheries, 
which rendered them the moft immraiate and abfolute nur* 
feries of our feamen. 

The right honourable gentleman had made fome ex- 
traordinary obfervations concerning the importation of 
wines into this country, in confequence of the treaty. He 
did not conceive that any particular advantage could ever 
be derived from this conceffi©n~if it might be fo called. 
Wines were certainly a luxury, and a moft agreeable fpeciea 
of luxury, with which we could not difpenfe. But furely, . 
their importation on one third, lefs duty than before; would 
not prove the Jeatt advantageous to the country from any 
pretended eouiyalent that might.be dffenfd pi. 

With reipe^ to the equivalent \^Jvch we were to have 

VoL.XXi: Bb for, 
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for tha recUidlion of the duties on French wines, fo as to 
admit them more freely into our ports, what article had we 
the privilege of exporting into France? He knew of none. 
}t appeared to him, therefore, an advantage given to France 
without the leaft fign of an equivalent. We were admitting 
French wines into our ports to the exclufion of thol'e ot 
Portugal, reducing our duties on both, and forfeiting all 
thofe advantages which we formerly enjoyed by the Methuen 
treaty. Sucli was the policy and principle of the leading 
feature of this treaty. 

The right honourable gentlemaii had ufed arguments not 
Jefs extraordinary In favour of eftablilliing peace between 
this country and France. He had afked ir. his zeal and ian- 
guinary wilhes for the event, was not the two countries 
nearly fituated, were they not nearly connected in their 
.mutual intercourfe, were they not purfuing the fame means 
of increafing their profperity, aiicl was not tips the only 
means of uniting a people in the l)onds of peace, amity, 
^nd profpenity ? Such arguments miglit he ufed witli regard 
to Spain and PortugaL Portugal might lay, .am I not near- 
ly adjoining^ to Spain } Do we not Ipeak almoft the fame 
-languiige r Are we not of the fame religion ? Are we 
not fnnilar in manners? And Ihould I not feek rather 
alliancf and protedtiqn from a neiglihour fo near me, 
and fo competent to afford .protedLon from infulting and 
invading neighbours? Thefe queftions . are certainly as 
•applicable tO; Spain and Portugal, as they are to T rance 
and England. And yet the anfwer which would natu- 
rally be given to Portugal as w'ell as to Great Britain, 
was that vicinity of fitnation, inftead of being the means 
to connedi, is wliat iliould excite your fear and jealoufy. 
Portugal being fo near to»fuch a fuperior power as Spain, 
is certainly in, danger of her ambition. It is therefore, that 
,lhc rathe»' feekj^ foreign coiinediions and alliances, than union 
witli a country to which fhe might be facrificed, had fhe not 
fuch a friend us (xreat Britain to call to her afSftance. This 
is the renlbn that Portugal cannot enter into any treaty 
with Spain with fafety, no more, tlian Great Britain can pof- 
fihly enter , into a commercial treaty with France. Both 
tranfa^ions are equally X dangerous to us and Portugal; for 
each of our relative fituatiorrs are fuch, as to render this 
policy extremely hazardous, not only to the profperity, but 
to the exiif(^nce of each country as a nation, in the fcale of 
Euj'opean politics. 

As to^ tlte flipulation of reducirig Portugal wines one 
tliird below the Fre|ich wu>es, while the eleventh article of 
liie treaty fubfifted,' he could not conceive that this could 
h%vc itie leaft efleit to preferve the Metliueh" treaty unbro- 
ken. 
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ken* For by the eleventh article it was agreed, that all 
commodities imported from either nation into the other 
Ihoulti be on terms of the moft favoured nations, Portugal 
excepted. T hus, if we redtxed the Spanifli wines, we 
iliould be obliged allb, by the French treaty, to reduce to 
the fame degree the b rench wineti, unlefs they were already 
as low as the duties on Portugal wines* Thus Ihpuld we 
be obliged to reduce the duties on both the French and 
Portugal wines, to tlie great diminution of our revenue, 
witliout the leaf! probability of having any pretence to an 
equivalent. 

Jn the courfe of his fpeech he made feveral obfervations 
on otiier parts of the produce, commerce, and manufaftures 
of both b ranee aad Spain. But as we cannot polfibly en- 
gage moie of our paper to enter minutely into thefe feverak 
jubjedts, we are thus obliged to give only the moft intereft- 
ing articles on which he gave his ingenious fentrments. Tlie 
men of tlie benefits given in tliis treaty to France, nuilT: 
naturally lead him to obferve, that the fame advantages were 
as due to Ireland as to a rival. He therefore perfedlly agreed 
with what his honourable friend (Mr. Sheridan) had re- 
marked- It was certainly neceflary to form an aft fo grant 
them the privileges. The only difficulty which he perceived 
in the profecutiori of this fubj eft, was tlie opjAfition made 
to the countervailing duties on the Irilli propofitions. If 
this could be difpenl'ed with, let the manufafturefs come to 
the bar, and acknowledge that they had been miftakea in the 
evidence which they had formerly given on tlie fubjeft* If 
fuch were the alteration of circumilances from this treaty, 
as to give juft caufe for fuch a variationof fentiment, he faw 
no reafon for the manufafturers not coming to the bar and 
correfting what they had mlfconceived. Then the Irifh 
might participate of thofe advantages, to which they had 
certainly as great a right as the French, on the fame con- 
ditional countervailing duties. 

Mr. box mentioned theconftruftion whicli Mr. Pitt pwt 
upon fome of the articles, and particularly the claufe re- 
lative to ftiips and veffels driven by ft refs of weather upon 
tlie refpeftive coafts of the two contrafting powers; afking 
how the honourable gentleman could expeft the manufac- 
turers of the Chamber of Commerce tounderftand the treaty, 
if they were to have words fo ftrangely tranflated, as to 
hear fliips driven by the ftrefs of weather upon a coafl, 
termed lliipwrecked ? He aUb fpokc of the conftruftion 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer had given to the 
eleventh article on Friday evening in refpeft to Spanifti wines, 
and declared that it was a conftruftion by no means obvious 
or warranted by the wording of ‘ the article. Mr. Fox 
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maintained that the treaty was a tempting bait^ which none 
but gudgeons the moft ilmple would have bitten at. He 
concluded with moving, that the Chairman do leave the 
Chair, report progrefs andalk leave to fit again. 

Mr. IV* Grenville apologized for his troubling the Houfe, 
confeious as he was, that he had no pretenfions to the elo- 
quence and ability of the right honourable gentleman, (Mr.^ 
Fox) nor was he able to cope with him at all in point of 
minifterial knowledge, but he neverthelefs thought it his 
duty to rife and fay a few words. Mr. Grenville then de- 
nied that his right honourable friend had faid, that he refted 
principally upon verbal affurances of fincerlty and profeflions 
of friendfnip for the good intentidns of France. He had 
added various other reafons to induce him to believe the Court 
of Verfailles fincere, but furely, if France was fo powerful 
as they had been ftated to be, it was an unanfwexable reafon 
for this country’s uniting herfelf to France by a commercial 
coniieflion. He could not agree that this country ought to 
Hand forth ready on all occafions to affift others in attacking 
France, but tiiat every meafure which could be adopted that 
was likejy to enfnre the duration of peace ought to be adopt- 
ed by her. He fuggelted, that, however refpedtable the ma- 
nufatSlurers, .that Houfe was furely much more qualified to 
legillate than they were. Mr. Grenville Hated that the fifth 
article of the treaty, which the manufadtnrers entertained 
doubts about, was copied from the treaty of Utrecht, and 
Was already in force. Speaking of onr political intfrefts, he 
faid, that he did not believe the defeription the right honour* 
able gentleman had given of the influence France had over 
the other powers, fo as to make them adverfe to entering 
into an alliance with us, was founded;, but, on the contrary, 
he hoped, and he bdieved, that they felt very differently to- 
wards us. \^et the beft alliance in his mind was, an alliance 
with our merchants and our manufaiflurers. Encourage the 
fpirit of adventure and of induftry, and that would necef- 
farily increMe the means, and furnilh the refources to enable 
us to fupport a war, (houlJ a war become unfortunately ne- 
ceflary. * - . 

Mr. having obferved, that the right honourable gen- 
tleman, who fpoke laff, had faid, that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer reffed his belief of the fincoritv of France on 
fomething better than' mere affurances and profeflions of 
friemllhip, fignified his wiflies to knoyir, whether the honour*^ 
able gentleman would be' fo good as to declare from what 
lymptoin the Chancellor of the Exchequer was led to ima- 
gine France fincere? Was it from her kind interference in 
pur favour with the Court of Portugal? Was it from her 
well timed affi fiance at the Court of Ruffian or in Spain, or 

any 
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any where elfc that we were ncgociating ? The right ho* 
nourable gentleman was not, it ^ippeared, fo ready to court 
foreign alliances, as alliances at home; he was for relying on 
internal and domeflic, rather tlian feeking for external 1‘up- 
port and affiftance. External means Aiould always be looked 
after, becaule, if we had not a friend, we might have an 
enemy, in any other power, and though a fmall power could 
not do a great deal againft us fingly, there were circum- 
llances, under which, the having a friend, was of material 
confequence, be the power of that friend narrow and circum- 
i'cribed, or great and extenfive. 

The rifing of Mr. Francis and Mr. Flood together, oc- 
cafioned a clamour in ih^ Committee, fome calling to the 
one, and fome to the other. At laft, it was carried in fa- 
vour of Mr. Francis by the authority and decifion of Mr# 
Ucaijfoy, the Chairman. . 

Mr. Francis now add refling himfelf to Mr. Beaufoy, faid, 
Sir, 

I am very forry that there fliould have been auy fubjeft of 
difpute, or competition between Mr. Flood and myfelf ; yet 
I do not entertain the leaft doubt, but that if the 4>refent 
queftion (hould not be adjourned, the Committ^ will fit 
long enough to hear that gentleman’s fentiments large. 

1 (hall not begin, like the right honourable gentleman, (Mr# 
Grenville) with making an apology for endeavouring to ob- 
tain an audience at fo late an hour; becaufe I cannot admit 
that any endeavour to perform what I think a ferious and 
important duty, does, in any circumftances, or at any hour, 
require an apology ; but for my manner of performing fuch 
duty, I do moft earneftly and unaffeftedly folicit the indul- 
gence of the Committee. I came to the conlideration of the 
prefent great and important queftion with a mind ul ready 
occupied and agitated by another bufinefs, in which I was 
a6tua^ly engaged, and to which I had been forced to dedicate 
a conflderable period of my life. Independently of that avo- 
cation, I am feniible of my own inability to deliver my 
thoughts with the force and perfpicuity which many others, 
long trained and exercifed in this Honfc, derive not only 
from their fuperior ability, but from the facility, which cul- 
tom gives them, of turning their ability to ufe and p raft ice. 
Without attempting therefore to make a formal, methodical 
fpeech, I (hall lay my thoughts before the Committee in 
their crude ftate, as the materials of refleftion to others to 
be worked up by their fuperior (kill ; to be correfted, im- 
proved and applied by their fuperior judgement. Some ge- 
neral method, however, I (hall obferve, I (hall conlider the 
fubjeft at large, under thofe four general heads, into which 
Mr. Pitt has divided it : namely, the commercial, the re- 
venue. 
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venue, the navnl and the political view of it* One of which, 
the naval, though he has nientioned it in his explanation* 
Although it be a commercial treaty, the commercial view of 
it, while it fnggefts infurmoun table difficulties and objec- 
tions, is, in my opinion, the leaft important part of it* 
What Ivfee upon the face of the treaty is dangerous and de- 
ftrudlive to its own profeft pbjedt ; but the real plan and 
purpoie, which, as I think, lurks behind the commercial 
iyltem, winch, though not diredlly brought into view, is to 
he introduced and promoted by it, becomes t]\e thing which 
ftrlkrs me with furpiclon, with jeaioury, and willi terror. 
Upon tliis I iliall explain myfelf more at large in its proper 
place, dihniffing iirft that part of tlie liih)ev."t, Which is of 
lend comparauve import uice, 1 he general argument in fa^ 
vour of an open trade witli France, whicli, 1 tmd, the moll 
ieli'v*d on, is founded on a general prefuniption, taken for 
granted, tliat our marmtadhirers poilefs a iVtiil in the eKeca- 
tion and linitliing whatever they undertake, v\-]iich the I’'rejich 
never Ivu’c* readied or can attain to, and wliich gives us not 
oidy an uncjueltionahle, but an unalienal)!e fuperiority over 
them; as it there were {hmetliing in (he nature of the French, 
'fonie difficulty inherent in iheir climate or coniiitution, 
which makes them incapable of arriviitg; at tlie perteclion of 
our inarm fachires in oeueral. In fome articles I allowed it 

O 

to he true, that tliey are greatly our inferiors at prdenr ; 
i>ut no reafon occurs to me, nor liave I heamd any fatisfao 
tory reafon affigned, whv fuch infcrioiiry miift of neceffity 
contifiue, if even the prefent treaty did not, as it d(Kas, tend 
To iiirniih them with means and opjiortunities of improvc- 
luenl, which they did not polFfs before. 'Flie examples 
ch’dly iniiited on !)y two right honourable gentlemen (Mr* 
Pitt and hit*, (henviile) were the Englifh woollen and cot- 
ten manuiafuires, in which, a:> they affirmed, we adhially 
were and mull: continue unrivalled. One of thefe gentle- 
IV, en (\ir. (drenvihe) had ventured to affert, in exprefs 
terms, that llie great market of 1 ranee, being thrown open 
to us bv this treaty, would take off more of our w^oollens 
than now fend to Portugal. 1 hefe intlances appear to 
iDC molt unJoriunatdv chofen; for r'rnnce is in poffeffion of 
the Spanifii wool, and can import it terms infinitely eafier 
than we can* hd 10 might even by her influence, exclude us 
irom any in a re in it, whenever flie thought fit. In 
the French have improved their manufctSfurc of cloth to fuch 
perfedioiy, tliat they have beaten our Turkey Company out 
of tlie marker, which we formerly had in the Levant for 
that article, and have engrofled it to themfelves. The pro- 
pofition.. therefore, which affirmed that we fliould find a 
market in France itfdf, greater than that of Portugal and all 
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her colonies, for an article which France was able to export 
to a foreign market, and in which ftie conqueretl' us in that 
market, feems to one not only unfupported by proof, but 
abfolutely abfurd. In no article whatever does expiration 
begin, until the Houfe confumption is provided for. With 
reIpceSt to our iuppofed unalienable fuperiority in various mn- 
nufa6furesof cotton, I mtift requeft the Committee te con- 
fider on what rational principle that idea proceeded, or what 
clear convincing argument there was for prefuming that the 
French weavers, whofe wonderful Ikill and fnccefs in the 
manufa6Iure of filks and velvets are undifputed, fhould be 
deemed incapable of the fame perfection in cottons. Let 
me recall to the remembrance of the Committee, iiow ftrong- 
ly a fimilar idea has been lefifted and combated by fome gen* 
tlemen deputed from Manchefter, at the bar of this Houle, 
and particularly that they have produced at the bar a piece 
of ! 'rench cotton of extraordinary beauty, equal, as they 
faid, if not fiiperior to any thing of the lame fort that had 
been produced in England. 

In confidering the commercial eJfFedl of this treaty upon 
our conne<flion ‘with Portugal, 1 have an unqueftionahle 
right to argue upon a prefumption admitted; iiamely, that 
the Methuen treaty miglit |>oliibly he diflblved, and our 
commercial intercoufe with Portugal annihilated hy it, fince 
a right honourable gentleman (Mr. PittJ lias indirefrly al- 
lowed, or Certainly not exprcflly denied, that fitch might 
be tlie poflible event. On the fuppofition of fuch event, 
had rlie Miniller of tliis country carefully and deliberately 
confidered r If the Methuen treaty (no matter by whole 
fault) fliould in ta 61 be diflblved, might it not happen that 
Portugal might inllanlly prohibit the importation of all Eng* 
lilh manufactures whatever in their country ? And if llie did 
fo, was the right honourable gentleman ready and prepared 
w^ith another market, not only to takeoff the goods aCIually 
provided for that of Portugal to the amount of a iiiillion 
fterling per annum, but to continue to receive a fupply from 
us to the flime amount in future ? — In my opinion, Portugal 
might take that refolution fafely, as a commercial meafure, 
at leaf! without fear of retaliation. If, as the right honou- 
rable gentleman truly obferved, our luxury had converted 
wine into a neceflary, that obfervation was particularly true 
of Portugal wines, which this cc^untry neither would nor 
could relinquifli. The wines of Portugal theiefbre, would 
continue to be imported, and if we did not pay for them with 
nianu failures, we fhould pay for them with money. As to 
cotton, it Avas a raw material neceffary to tlie fupport of our 
own indullry,* and therefore I prefunie, that let the provo- 
cation on tht part of Portugal be ever fo great, no man 
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would thinic it prudent to retaliate by prohibiting the impor- 
tation of that commodity. 

With refpedl to fmuggling while the treaty p.rofefles to 
aim at the putting an end to all manner of illicit trade be- 
tween France and England, it in reality affefts the reverfc 
of what it prOfeffes. Many provifions in it feem exprefsiy 
calculated to give permiffion, facility and fandtion to an uni- 
verfal fyftem of fmuggling. It annihilates the hovering adt^ 
hitherto underftood to he the principal defence of the reve- 
nue and fecurity to fair trade. French veffels of any fjze 
or conftruftion, and which, as the law yet Hands, were to 
be deemed and taken ipfo faHo for fmugglers if feized within 
a certain diftance of the coall, may now approacli and fail 
along our coaft at any diftance they think proper, whether 
forced by ftorm into the havens or ports, or making land 
there in any manner whatever. They are not only not liable 
to be feized, but fliall not be obliged to unlade their goods, 
or any part^ thereof, or to pay any duty. Again, as the law 
Hands at preient, on a difcovery of any contraband goods, 
the fliip and cargo are forfeited; whereas, by this treaty, no- 
thing but the fpecific article prohibited is to be liable tocoii- 
fifeation. The fliip itfelf, and the other goods therein, are 
to be accounted free. Our laws, as they Hand, fuppofe a 
" crime, and denounce a punifliment ; whereas the mere for- 
feiture of the thing prohibited, (fetting afide the difficulty 
of making any difcovery at all) is no punifliment, and 
tlierefore cannot deter. It only reduces the fmuggler to a 
fmall poffible rilk agaiiiH a great probable profit. Qn the 
whole of the commercial queftion, I fliall beg leave to con- 
clude with one general obfervation, fupported by a Hrong 
fadb, which I hope the Committee will carry along with 
them. As to the mere exportation and fale of our manufac- 
tures, confidered by itfelf, and abftradtedly from the protec- 
tion certainly due to the fair trader, and the jieceflary care 
of the revenue, it is nearly the fame thing to any country 
whether the exportation be performed by lawful pr unlawful 
means. Suppofiug that the prefent treaty fliould really give 
a great increafe to the open exportation of our manufaaures, 
and fliould really demolifli fmuggling, the amount of the 
goods, now frouggled, ought to be fet againH that whole 
exportation, and our real gain would conHH in the difference 
between them, and ought not to be rated at a liigher value 
than what that difference amounted to. It was alfo " 
queHionably fair in eHimating the value of the expetHed in- 
creafe of our open exportation to 'France, to fet againft it 
all diminution of exportation together countries, of which 
tWis treaty had been or might probably be the occafion ; and 
I much feared that, when all thejfe deductions (hall hare 

been 
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been made, the final balance dr real increafe of exportation^ 
would prove very inconfideratle indeed, and no way capable 
of juftifying fo bold, lb hazardous, oir, at leall, fo complete a 
change of fyftem as the prefent- The diredi contfaband 
trade to France is an objedl of fome magnitude; theindiredl 
contraband trade to France, through the channel of Flan- 
ders, is an objedl of ftill greater hnportance ; the formet 
was to he lupprefled by the treaty; the latter .was already 
fuppreffed by a variety of edidfs of the Emperor pafled 
within theib three months (copies of which I have in my 
hands) which laid duties, amounting to a prohibition, upon 
almoft every material article of Englifli commerce, which^ 
until within the laft three months, had been freely admitted 
into Flanders on very light duties* We have therefore loft 
Flanders, not only as a great market in itfelf, but as a moft 
favourable channel of communication and fupply to the in- 
ternal provinces of France, as well as to fome parts of Ger- 
many, It was well known that the Emperor had taken 
thefe fteps, fo hoftile and fo injurious to Great Britain, iii 
confequence of the avowed prediledlion of our Coilrt to the 
interefts of France, in preference to his, even in commer- 
cial matters, and as a juft expreffion of his fefifeand appre- 
henfion of that fecret union which lie faw was forming be- 
tween the Courts of St. James’s and Verfailles, beginning 
with exclufion and apparently tending to hoftility agaiiift 
him. 

The fubjedf of contraband trade naturally leads me to fay> 
a word on the fyftem of drawbacks, as it ftands at prefent iri 
this^*Cbuntry. I'he fpirit of fmuggling is greatly encouraged 
and inflamed by the drawbacks allowed, particularly on ar- 
ticles of re-exportation, and the whole fyftem ought to be 
carefully revifed and coriecled. It is a faft which freej^uent- 
]y happens, that a pretended merchant, who is arealfinug- 
gler, will buy a bale of goods at the India houfe, forex- 
ample, value icx)l. will inftantly agree to fell it to a retail 
dealer or lliopkeeper at 95 1. and aflually deliver it at that; 
price, with a profit of 5, 6, or 7 1 . How? He enters the 
goods for re-exportation, receives the drawback, amounting 
to perhaps 8, 10, or 1 2 per cent, relands the goods either 
in the river or in fome convenient place upon the coaft, con- 
veys them to the {hop in London, and pockets the dif- 
ference. If this fraud v^rere frequently pradtifed noWj as I. 
know it to be, how much more eaifly, and how much moro 
generally, would it be pra6l:ifed[> #hen the ptefent treaty 
lhall have laid open the approaches of our coaft, and takeit 
away all the exifting reftraints upon the French fmiigglers 
and other coafting craft eftablifbed by the hoverlgg a£b? 

With refpeft to the improvement of the revenue by the 
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fopprtilibn of fmugglihg, I fully adtpit the utility of the 
obje6l, and hopi^that the profeft intention to purfue it is fin- 
cbre. But even here I fee caufe for fufpicion and dittruft : 
the honourable gentfcman (Mr. Pitt) has ftated, truly and 
projierly, in my opinion, the advantage that would arife to 
the revenue, by taking off the prohibition, and levying a du- 
ty upon French cambrics. I agreed with him on this 
pdint, that as French cambrics are univerfally worn here, 
the open admifllon of them would be a clear gain of revenue 
. to the amount of the duty, with little or no increafe of the 
quantity imported; yet thefe advanteges are obtainable by 
ads of our own, without the alTiftance of a treaty with 
France. But why is the operation of fo juft a principle con- 
fined to cambrics ? F'or what reafon is the prohibition of 
F'rench laces continued? Why are they not admitted openly 
tinder a duty, when every body knows that fuch articles are 
veryeafily imported, and very generally worn. 1 am forry 
to lay, that, for this inconfiftent condud, a reafon has been 
fuggefted ,to me which does no credit to Adminiftration. 
Buckingham is a favourite and proteded county, of which 
one of tlie principal manufadiires is lace. At firft fight, it 
might appear that the prohibition, unwifely becaufe ineffec- 
tually, continued againft French lace, was meant to favour 
the tngli/li manufadure, by feciiring it againft that compe- 
tition. Diredly the reverfe is the cafe ; the public prohi- 
bition has been continued for the purpofe of enriching the 
manufadurers of Buckinghamfhire, by the contraband im- 
portation of French laces; and I am well informed, ; that 
above two thirds of the laces fold for the manufadure of that 
county are in reality French, fmuggled by the Engli/h ma- 
nufadurers, rolled upon Englifli cards, and fold by them as 
the produce of their own labour. 

With refped to the revenue in general, I beg leave to 
urge one grand and imponant confideration, embracing the 
whole fubjed, to the Committee, and particularly to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. That the right honourable 
gentleman has^iven an affurance to his country, and impli- 
citly pledged his perfonal honour for the truth of it, not on- 
ly by his declarations, but by his meafures, that fuch was 
the profperous and flourifhing ftate of our revenue, that, af- 
ter providing liberally for all poffible demands ar>d fervices, 
after providing for the enormous intereft of an enormous 
debt, there was a real, effedive, and unqueftionable furplus, 
to the amount of a million a year, applicable to the dif- 
charge* or redudion of the public debt. Parliament has 
taken hiV word for the faSt, and, prefaming it to be true,' 
authorifed him to apply that fappofed furplus, Which, in the 
courfe of 'the "laft year, haj been accordingly done. Now, 
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admitting that the right honourable gentleman has no^ de- 
ceived himfelf or the nation on this moll interelling fubjedl, 
admitting his aflertion to be true, that, after providing libe- 
rally for all the expences of this country, and all the imine^ 
diate demands of its creditors, our finances are yet in fo flou- 
rilhing a condition, as to exhibit a furplus of a million, of 
which Parliament might avail itfelf for the redudlion of the 
principal d^bu From what caufe could fuch a ftate of fadls, 
at once fo extraordinary, and fo full of confolation and en- 
couragement to this country, be underfiood to arife ? Would 
the right honourable gentleman himfelf, would any man, 
who knew what were the true fources of wealth or profpe- 
rity in any nation, afc*ribc it to any other caufe, but to that 
long-ellablifhed, wife and fuccefstul fyllem of commerce, 
which the prefent treaty with France profell to alter mate- 
rially, if it did not mean totally to fub vert ? You acknow- 
ledge and infift on the benefits and profits of a commercial 
fyllem, at the very moment when you are going to abandon 
it. So bold and hardy a move has never yet been made by 
any Miniller in this country ; iliould it fail, let him look to 
the confequence. It concerns himfelf very materjally, as it 
does this nation elTentially, that he ftiQuld make good his 
promifes, fince he takes upon hiixifelf to ai'^^wer perfonally 
to his country, not only for the poffible failure of commerce 
which might follow, but for the confequent and unavoidable 
failure of the public revenue. Upon his own fliewing, he 
finds the commerce and revenue of his country in a flourifh-* 
ing ftate; the eiTe£l, as he Hates it, proves the caufe; the 
wifdom of the adlual fyftem is, de fadlo^ demonilrated by 
its fuccefs. He who voluntarily abandons, or, without 
fume felf-evident neceffity, undertakes to change that fyftem, 
ought to be, and certainly would be, made refponfible for 
all the confequences of the change. 

The right honourable gentleman has not faid a fingle 
word on one of the moft obvious and important quellions 
belonging to, and naturally arifing out of, the meafure 
which he now recommended ; namely, in what manner it 
is likely to affedl the feaiiianry, the navigation, and, of 
courfe, the navy of Great Britain. The certain effe6l, if 
not the acknowledged principle of the treaty, tofubftitutea 
very near commercial market in the place of a remote one; 
at leaft to prefer the former to the latter. Setting afide for 
the prefent every commercial view of the tneafure, and with- 
out confidering how it might operate as to mercantile pro- 
fit or lofe, let the Committee obferve how it adled in otlier 
dire6lions. Hitherto there has not been found a man in this 
^untry, hardy andftiamelefs enough to affert In terms (wbat 
^ c^rtai^ attempted did f 
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the navy is not the true, the natural, and the conftitu- 
iional defence of this ifland, atnd fpr which, if it were once 
loft, there could be no fubliitution,^ no equivalent, no cer- 
tainty of refiftance againft foreign invalion and conqueft. 
There is not as yet a head in this country fo fortified Ugain ft 
truth and reafon, as to venture to deny the truth of this 
propofition. Not even the noble perfon, who, with the ex- 
■ ample of the Chinefe before hjseyes, \yho have iurrounded 
their empire with a wall, and Converted it into a prifon, 
would have treated his country iri the fame manner. On 
this foundation, the right honourable geqtleman has ailerted, 
that if a commercial arrangement of any kind were ever Ip 
advantagebus in point of profit, yet, if it had a tendency 
•ever fo remote to weaken or impair the navy of (ireat Bri- 
tain, it ought to be inftantly rejedled and abandoned ; and 
with fo much the greater indignation and difdain, if it hoped 
to fucceed, by holding out temptations to national ayai ice to 
abandon the care of national honour and fecurity. A com- 
mercial intercouife with France will be carried on in fmal^ 
veflels, by fhort trips, and by feamen, (perhaps even by 
.landmen)^/ who neither want much experience, nor c^n pof- 
libly gain any in fuch a navigation. The whole of it will 
be performed ^»y fleippers, finugglers, and packet-boats, and 
juft :|s eafily by the FVench as by the Engliih. A remote 
market requires veflels of larger dimenfions and better con- 
ftruftion : it gives employment, exercife, and ex[)erience to 
our fearnen, and is in truth tlie nurfery and fchool on which 
the navy of Great Britain depends for its equipment. I am 
at a lofs for terms to prove the truth of a propofition in itfelf 
i'o plain, or to eftablifh the conclufion, which it forces upon 
rny mind;* the firft'js evident, the fecond palpable: 1 flialt 
therefore content myfelf with putting to the Committee the 
ftrqngeft cafe in point which my underftanding is able to 
imagine, and leave it without argument to be determined by 
its iinpreflion. Suppofing it poflible to remove the whole of 
the foreign trade of England fiorn the various remote coun- 
tries with which it is now carried on, and to find an imrne- 
(iiate reception for it in the fnigle market of France; and 
fuppofing that by fuch transfer our commercial profits upon 
the whole were really to be doubled, pr trebled as long as 
the \;ommerce lafted, would any man in that Houfe, would 
any man in this nation, who deferved to belong to it, confent 
to fuch a transfer ? 7'he cqmmerce which pretends tq be con- 
duifled without a navy, a6ls dire6lly on a principle of de- 
ftrudion to itfelf. 

I (hall now proceed to confider, in a general view, the gc- 
ners^l policy oT the treaty, as briefly as the intereft and iite- 
fuch a febjedl will perniiu * Ii\ 
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the meafure is alarming indeed : iiifomuch, that if every 
other objeftion to it, on every other ground, were anfwered 
or abandoned, the obvious political tendency of the treaty 
would be fufficient to condemn it in the mind of every man, 
who is anxious lor the honour, the virtue, and the freedom 
of Great Britain. But before I go to that general conlidera- 
tion, there is fomething material to be Itated concerning the 
particular policy of the prefent Adminillration in their con- 
duct to Portugal ; and, in this place, Sir, 1 hope ir will not 
appear improper in me to fay, tliat, in the early part of my 
life, I liad the good fortune to hold a place, very inconfide- 
rable in itfelf, but immtjdiatcly under the late Jiarl of 
Chatham* He defcended from his ftation to take notice of 
mine, and he honoured me with repeated marks of his favour 
and prote6Hon. How warmly, in return, i was attached to 
his perfon, and how I have been grateful to his memory, 
they, who know me, know. I admired him, as a great, 
illuftrious, faulty, human being, whofe charadler, like all 
the nohleft works of human compofltion, Ihould be deter* 
mined by its excellencies, not by its defefls. 1 (hould not 
have mciitioned thefe circuniftances, though I conf(?fs I am 
proud of them, if they did not lead me naturally to the fub- 
jedl imrnediately in queftion. In the year 1760/Mr. Secre- 
tary Pitt recommended it to the late King to fend the prefent 
Earl of Kinnoul Ambaflador Extraordinary and Plenipoten- 
tiary to tlie Court of Lifbon. The fame recommendation 
engaged the noble Loid to appoint me his Secretary. The 
oftenfible objedf of the embaffy was to make a voluntary, 
and, therefore, an honourable excufe to his Moft Faithful 
Majefty, for an unintended, perhaps, not a real, violation 
of his territorial rights, when Admiral Bofcawen, purfuing 
a French fleet, forced fome of their lliips to take refuge on 
the coaft of Portugal, and burnt them near the lliore. The 
real intention of the meafure was to engage the Court of 
Portugal in an amicable difcuflion of various infradlioiis of 
treaty on their part, and of (undry grievances which our 
trade to that country, and our merchants refiding there, 
were faid to have fuff'ered. Hardfliips and grievances were 
complained of, then, as they are, at prefent, many of them 
with reafon, and Tome of them without it. I admit, too, 
that the Court of Lifbon, though otherwife very well pleafeA 
with the embaffy, received our complaints but coldly, and 
Ihowed little difpofition to give us fdtisfaftion. While this 
negotiation w^as depending, and before any thing like a re- 
drefs, or even an anfwer, was offered us, the late 'Marquis 
of Pombal fuddenly furprifed Lord Kinnoul with a declara- 
tion that, from various appearances, he was convinced that 
the Court of France had determined to come to an open 
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rupture with Portugal, and that, fuppofing that event, the 
King, his mafter, was defirous to know whether he might 
depend on the vigorous andeffeftual lupport of His Britannic 
Majeily. Lord Kinnoul immediately tranfaiitted tlie requi- 
fition, with all its circumftances, to Mr. Secretary Pitt, 
who, the moment it came before him, confidered and an-* 
fvvered it as a wife Miniller ouglit to do on its own great po- 
litical principles. Difdaining to fuller any commercial com- 
plaint, any grievance or intereft at that moment in agitation, 
lobe nhxed with fuch a queftion, he inllaiitly ordered the 
Ambaffador to deliver to the Court of Portugal the follow- 
ing declaration : 

Tliat liis Mofl Faithful Majeily may be aflured that the 
King will always confider the defence of the kingdom, 
and of the States ol Portugal, (that antient and natural 
ally of England) as an objecSl: cleat and interelling to the 
honour ancl to the vvelfare of his crown and of his people, 
and the firil in rank immediately alter the prelervation pf 
the dominions of Great Britain hei felf.^’ 

This is no ftate fecret, nor does it belong to the official 
contid&nce repofed in me. The declaration was ordered to 
be made in the inoft formal and authentic manner, and to 
be deJiverefl in Writing to the government of Portugal, in or- 
der tliat it might he preferved in the archives of that king- 
dom, as an everlalling evidence and pledgee of the policy, of 
the good faith, and of the unalienable attachment of Great 
Britain to the interefls of Portugal. But now it feems a 
new and wifer principle of policy is to be adopted ; — the Mi- 
nifter of the prefent day abandons the embraces of an antient 
ally, to throw himfelf into thole of an antient enemy, be-, 
caufe that enemy opens her arms and holds out tempting 
terms to feduce him. One would think, that, if he knew 
nothing of the true policy, or however he might defpife the 
antient maxims of this country, he could not fo eafily efface 
the irnpreffions, or even eradicate the prejudices, which he 
mull have imbibed in liisearlieft education; that he would 
at leaft have refpe£ted the example, though not inllrudled by 
the lelTons of paternal authority. We are grown wifer in 
our youth, and now the wifdom of the fon is to corre6l the 
errors of his father’s age and experience. No wonder then 
that the fame wifdom, mature at its birth, Ihould think itfelf 
fufficient to remove oi: corre6f all the antient inveterate pre- 
judices, which once were called the wifdom of England. 
Perhaps it may be fo; but, until I fee what the real effedk pf 
fuch an alteration is likely to be, I cannot entirely trull to the 
right honourable gentleman’s fagacity; his prom ifes blpflbm 
like himfelf ; we know uot what bitter fruits they m?iy pro- 
duce, 
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The right honourable gentleman not only admits but 
triumphs in the novelty of the ineafure. He exprefsly al- 
lows that it militates againft many antient prejudices. Sir, 
this very language ought to guard us againft the conclufion 
into which it endeavours to hurry us. Let us paufe a mo- 
ment, before we determine, that novelty and improvement, 
of neceflity, go togetlier, or tliat every thing, which is an- 
tient in the fentiments of our country, muft therefore be ab- 
furd. It has been faid, that the wifclom of a nation is ex- 
prefled in its provcibs. One of the oldeft in our language 
fays, that evil communica,tion corrupts good manners. 1 
do not mean to apply it to the right honourable gentleman ; 
far be it from me to fay tliat his manners are within tlie reach 
of corruption; though I cannot help thinking that his con- 
dudl in this bufinefs partakes of tlie levity and precipitation 
of his new friends and ftivourite nation, which perhaps may 
have infe^led him. Eodcm an 'imo hi coiiJiHum^ quo in pugnam 
ruunt* 1 hope the right honourable gentleman’s eagernefs to 
learn French will not make him forget his Englilh, that, 
while he imports the wit and genius of France, lie will not 
prohibit or difeourage the ufe of Englilh common fenie. My 
ferious opinion and deliberate convidion is, rhat^the nearer 
the two nations are drawn into coiitacft, and the more fuc- 
celsfully they are invited to mingle and to blend with one an- 
other, in the fame proportion, the remaining morals, prin- 
ciples, and vigour of the national Englifli mind, will be ener- 
vated and corrupted. We fhall be civilized out of our vir- 
tues, and poliflied out of our charadter. He, whole ulti- 
mate purpofe is to enflave a free people, always begiivs by en- 
deavouring to corrupt them; and whether it be his purpofe 
or not, the road he follows can lead to no other objedt. 

But we are told, that one merit of the prefent meafure is, 
that it militates againft many antient prejudices. Now, 
fuppofing the opinions in queftion did really delerve thac 
name, is it clear, that it would therefore be fafe or prudent 
to eradicate fuch opinions? The judgement, of a nation ap- 
pears in its proverbs ; the virtues, and pofllbly the vices of a 
nation, appear in its prejudices. To cure a whole people of 
their prejudices is to efface their diftindl ebaraefter. There 
is no fuch thing in exiftence as a moral or immoral nation. 
The nationgj mind is formed by circumftances external to 
it, not upon the internal principles. The French and Englilli,* 
we fay, are natural enemies; notbecaufe there is any natu- 
ral antipathy between them. On the contrary, no people 
agree better in private life. It is their relative pofition, their 
vicinity to each other, that furnilhes a perpetual fource of 
difpute, that makes them rivals in peace, as well as enemies 
in war. Nations which border on each other never caa. 

* tftorougbly 
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thoroughly agree; for this^ fingle reafon, becaufe' they are 
neighbours- - . All hiftory and experience affine us of the fa6t* 
If their refpeflive power be very unequal, that very inequa- 
lity is another Iburce of enmity. One of them will always 
be formidable, the other will always be fufpicious. As long 
as the Scotch and Englidi ftood in the relation of neighbours 
to each other, how was it poffible they fhould agree? That 
caufe ofoppofition ceafed at their union, and now, inftead of 
mortal enemies, I truil in God they are immortal friends. 
With refpedl; to the French, if peace can be preferved be- 
tween us on terms of honour and fecurity to England, who 
is there fo mad or wicked as to refufe jt ? But take care that 
the peace he armed. As to an alliance or intimate union be- 
tween the cabinets of a defpotic and of a limited monarchy, 
it is not antipathy, it is not prejudice ; it is the policy, it is 
the Wifdom, it is the experience of England, which ever 
have and for ever fliould deter us from accepting it. I need 
not look back to the days of Agincourt and Creffy, for nei- 
ther could caufes fo remote have operated fo long, nor is a 
bat tie '•between hoftile nations any more than a duel betweeiiv 
individuals, a motive for hating each other. The battle and 
the duel rather as a crifis, which kills the parties, or cures 
the difeafe. It has been the deliberate policy, not. the paf- 
Con, of England, in all times, but thofe of the Houfe of 
Stuart, to prefer the friendfhip of any diflant nation to that 
of France. Lord Herbert’s life of Henry the Eighth fur- 
ni flies a mofl remarkable paflage in point. He fays, The 
King’s Council thought fit to advife with him concerning 
marriage, about which many propofitions being made, the 
graver fort told liim, tliat the fame reafons which made 
his wife father chufe to match with Spain were in force 
flill : that his pretences being on France, no alliance could 
be ufeful on that part. Bcfides, that betwixt great cftates. 
adjacent to one another, fuch jealoufies ufe to rife, that 
they make peace fometimes, but never friendfliip. The 
“ leagues and confederacies have in them the nature of har- 
monial accords, which jar in the fecond, hut agree in the 
third interval ; therefore that he fliould match with Spain, 
“ or at leaft with fome Prince that might join with him, ^ 
when there fliould bequeftion of oppofing France, which, 
** fince that late union of the Dukedom of Bretagne, he was 
to confider as a potent and dangerous neighbour.” 

Such to this day has been the true Englifli principle of 
Englifh Councils. But now it feems we are arrived at a 
new enlightened atra of affeflion for our neighbours, and of 
liberality to our enemies, of which our uninftruflted anceftors 
had no conception. The pomp of modern eloquence is em- 
ployed to blaft even the triumphs of Lord Chatham’^ Admi- 

aiftfatiun. 
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niftration. The polemic laurels of the father muft yield to 
the pacific myrtles which ftiaddw the forehead of the fon. 
Sir, the firft and moll prominent feature in the political 
charader of Lord Chatham was antigalican. His glory is 
founded on the refiftance he made to the united powet of 
the Houfe of Bourbon. The prefent Minifier has taken 
the oppofite road to fame; and France, the obje6l of every 
hoftile principle in the policy of Lord Chatham, is the gens 
armcijpma of his fon. 

Sir, if nothing more were intended than what is avowed, 
and admitting that there may be no fecret compadl between 
the two Cabinets, an irftimatc union with France muft al- 
ways be difgraceful and degrading to England. From the 
common difconrfes of the French, you may colledl what 
their views and expedlations are from fuch an alliance* 
Their conftant language, wherever an Englilhman can 
hear it, is invariably to thiselFefl; let France and England 
unite, and let us gov^n the world. For fuch a purpofe, 
undoubtedly, the force of this country would be a power- 
ful weapon in the hands of France; but in fuch a •connec- 
tion let us previoiifly confider what is likely to be our fta- 
tion. Wh^n they talk of contraftirtg a marriage between 
the two nations, if you alk them which of the two is to 
be hufband/ their invariable anfwer is, Why, certainly 
France. To us the queftion is infinitely more ferious than, 
any thing which concerns mere rank or precedence. The 
reflexions which belong to it are too obvious to require ex- 
planation, and too hazardous to be exprefled. There may 
be a ftriX union between the two crowns, though never be- 
tween the two nations ; and that union, at fome future pe- 
riod, may be fatal to the liberty of Great Britain. If the 
prefent impatience of the Houfe would permit me, it would 
be fuperfluous to fay more. 

Mr, Flood faid, that he fhould only trouble the Commit- 
tee with a word or two. He had prefented himfelf to the 
Chair as foon as the right honourable-ChanceJlor of the Ex- 
chequer fat down, but after the honourable gentleman, 
who fpoke next, bad been heard, he wifhed to wait till the 
fplendour of his eloquence had vanifhed from their fight. 
At that moment the Committee were fo fatigued and 
haufted as well as himfelf, that be was as incapable of fpeak- 
ing as they^ muft be unwilling to liften. It was hfe inten- 
tion, however, in the beft xxianner he was able, to endeavour 
to deferibe the principles on which this decifion would 
hinge, but as there would be another opportunity of doing 
that, and the queftion then before the Committee was^ 

that the Cbairmian leave the Chair,’’ he would content 

Vo2^ XXL D d Iwfidf 
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himfelf foi the prefent, with giving his vote for that qwL 
tion. 

Mr. Ppwys obferved, that the right honourable the Chan- 
cellor of Exchequer had been pleafed to aflert, that the 
treaty would prove a vaft extenfion of the national revenue : 
If thofe allegations could be fully and fairly made out, he 
was perfuaded, that the right honourable gentleman dc- 
ferved the thanks of his country for his good intentions, and 
jiis very important fervices; With regard to the hazard we 
iiad ran in fuch an intercourfe, he faw no great rilk, except 
in two articles, in glafs and in cottons. The glafs manu- 
factory, he conceived, would be utterly annihilated by the 
treaty ; and he greatly doubted whether the cotton manufac- 
tory would not be injured confiderably. Therefolution that 
had been moved, he looked upon as conclufive, and binding 
upon the Committee if they agreed to it, and the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had fairly told them (for he had taken 
down his words) that he neither defired nor expedled any 
gentleman to vote for the refolutions, unlefs he thought that 
the treaty proceeded on a fafe principle, and that it would 
be highly advantageous for the country. To tlie latter he 
was no| yet prepared to fpeak, and as to the fafety of it, 
he was far from thinking it fafe, therefore he flmuld vote 
' for the Chairman to report a progrefs. 

Mr. Alderman Watfon faid his duty obliged him not to 
give a filent vote; he therefore dellred the Chairman to read 
the queftioni 

Mr. Beaufoy ftated, that the queftion he was to put, was. 

That he do leave the Chair.’’ 

Mr. Alderman Watfon anfwered, that he had nothing to 
fay upon that queftion. 

Mr. Baring remarked, that the commercial treaty, as far 
as his contemplation upon it enabled him to fpeak, appeared 
to have its advantages and its dil'advantages. In feme arti- 
cles it would prove beneficial, in others the reverfe; but, 
ripon the whole, commercially confidered, he thought it 
greatly in our favour. He wifhed to fay a word or two re- 
fpedting the Metlmen treaty, which he had long been in the 
habit of confidering, and had always regarded in a light dif- 
ferent from that in which he had heard it mentioned in that 
Houfe. He confidered the Methuen treaty as a commercial 
boon given by Portugal to this country for political pur- 
pofes. Our taking the wine' of Portugal, therefore, was 
out of the queftion. With regard to the fifh, that was a 
feparate and diftinfl: affair, eflaWilhed arid adjufted long be- 
fore the treaty of Utrecht, but Portugal could fupply her-r 
felf elfewhere. She might fupply herlelf from France. As 
to her wines, it had been aflerted that Portugal would profit 

by 
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Vy rooting up all her vineyards and fovving wheat, of which 
latter fhe imports annually a confiderable quantity. Our 
taking port wine of Portugal, therefore, was not of the 
confideration that fome gentlemen teemed to imagine. 

The Committee divided on the queftipn, “ That thp 
Chairman leave the chair,” Ayes, ii8-~Noes, — 
The main queftion was then put, Ayes, 258 — Noes, u8. 

The following Papers were frejmted to the Houfe. 

An account of the ftocteof wine in the polleflion of dealers, 
on the 5th of July, and the 29th of November, 1786, 
refpe6tively ; and alfo of wine imported and confumed 
within faid period. 


French. 


Dealers Itockthe 5th July, 1786 
Imported between 5th July and 29th 
November, 1786 
Paid cuftoms only 
Paid excife and cuftoms - -i- 

Dealers ftock the 29th November, 
J786 . - - 

Confumed between 5tfi July and! 
a9th November, 1786 - 1 


Dealers ftock the 5th July, 1786 
Imported between 5th of July and 
29th November, 1786 
Paid cuftoms only 
Paid excife and cuftoms 
Dealers ftock the 29th November, 
1786 


Red 

Wlute 

Gallon!;. 

Gallon.^. 

108,328 

21,392 

2,189 

97 

40,414 

1,467 

122,859 

i 7>625 

28,072 

_ 5*331 

Tons. Gal, 

"Tens. Gal. 

III 100 

21 39 


Not French. 


2 i 9>457 

78 s >^27 


90,148 

4 i 4>093 


1,941,661 1,154,907 

Confumed between sth July and f 


2 9 th November, 1786 


I 


Excife-Office, London, 
6th February, 4786, 


47,86 26 3330 145 
D. Papillon, 

A. Lucas, 

Wm. Burrell> 

St. Brooksbank, 

M. Whish, 

H, Reveley. 

Waring, Accomptant 


Ddi 


An 
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An account of the flock of wine in the polIel5Qn of dealers, 
on the ifl of September, 1^86, and alfo of wine import- 
ed and confumed between the 5th of July and 31ft of 
Auguft, 1786. 

French. 

Red White 


Dealers flock the ifl September, 
1786 - - - 

Imported between |th July and 3 ill 
Auguft, 1786 
Paid cuftoms only 
Paid excife and cuftoms 

Gonfumed between 5tli July and f 
31ft Auguft, I/80, - I 


C2llons« O’allons* 

106,8901 18,371 

2,189 97 

9»4 3 507 

. 12,477 3,36#' 

GaU Tons^ CaU 
or 49 129 13 89 


Dealers Stock, the ill September, 
1786, - - - 

Imported between cth July and 2 ill 
Auguft, 1786 
Paid cuftoms^only 
Paid excife and cuftoms ^ - 

Confumed between 5th July andf 
31ft Auguft, 1786 - \ 


Not French. 

- 1,926,047! 1,155,402' 


2i9>457 
2 26, 192 
959 »oS 7 
7ons, Gal. 


90,148 
164,326 
323,188 
Tons. Gal. 


Excife-Office, London, 
6th February, 1787. 


^579 149 1232 121 

P. Papillon, 

A. Lucas, 

Wm. Burrell. 

St. Brooksbank, 

M. Whish, 

H. Reveley. 

R. Waring, Accomptant. 


An account of the value of all goods, wares and merchan- 
dize, exported from and imported into Great Britain, 
during the year 1785, 


Countries. Imports. 

Africa - 48535 12 — 

Canaries - 4457 15 u 

Denmark and Norway 117172 7 8 

Eaft country - 483485 15 8 

Eafl India . - - 2703940 14 1 

Flanders - 222368 17 2 

France - 117366 9 2 

Germany * 159177 19 — 


Exports. 
587196 10 2 
17034 19 2 

322395 15 4 

97783 15 5 
”53532 14 9 
1173906 18 5 
358244 16 11 
140284 II II 
Holland 
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Countries. 

Imports. 


Exports 

1# 

Holland 

468121 6 

It 

1506303 12 

7 

Ireland 

2012288 

10 

2168614 4 

9 

Ifle of Man 

8389 16 

6 

31868 ~ 

8 

Italy 

687155 12 

— 

513171 6 

10 

Madeira 

2880 — 

2 

44978 II 

8 

Portugal 

428064 19 

11 

798204 19 


Ruffia 

I 606688 7 

1 

233998 n 

I 

Spain 

697712 14 

9 

788064 2 

6 

Gibraltar 

2616 9 

II 

86207 13 

19 

StreigUts 

— 


306028 3 

9 

Sweden 

2 Qg 7 % 15 

7 

65307 5 

5 

Turkey 

146906 I 

3 

82449 10 

4 

Venice 

69194 12 

4 

20i>94 18 

7 

Greenland 

74523 8 

II 

2609 4 

9 

Alderney 

22 15 

— 

4517 6 

11 

Guernfey 

32829 19 

8 

60581 1 

8 

Jerfey 

15649 1 

II 

29150 14 

11 

Sark 

81 9 

5 

54 — 

_ 

Canada 

111451 13 


267384 14 

9 

Cape Breton 

— 


• 


Carolina 

228070 15 

10 

310108 3 

7 

Florida 

1 8096 3 

3 

4633- 

10 

Georgia 

45919 J 4 

7 

44396 4 

6 

Hudfon’s Bay 

11270 5 

2 

5125 10 

4 

New England 

56647 11 

II 

163348 5 

3 

Newfoundland 

63584 II 

7 

198227 6 

4 

New York 

61671 10 

9 

405762 12 


Nova Scotia 

7084 9 : 

10 

207345 9 

8 

Pennfylvania 

57705 6 

5 

369215 8 

S 

Ifland of St. John’s, St. 





Lawrence 

... 




Virginia and Maryland 443^0 6 

2 

1015102 8 

3 

Anguilla 

2829 15 

6 



Antigua 

384651 7 

7 

82463 12 • 

— 

Bahamas 

14150 8 

I 

33235 5 

4 

Barbadoes 

249959 4 

8 

151654 — 

10 

Bermuda 

990 18 

9 

6118 5 

10 

Dominica 

257967 2 

8 

61695 2 • 

— 

Grenada 

438448' 9 

5 

119131 8 

3 

Honduras Bay 

29153 16 

5 

1647 IS 

6 

Jamaica 

262905 3 

8 

626310 — 

9 

Montferrat 

44055 6 

5 

6629 15 

2 

Mufquito Shore 

20282 11 

9 

247 9 

I 

Nevis 

&8213 6 j 

10 

6838 17 

9 

St. Croix 

•— 

' 

— ■■ 


St. Euftatius 



338 7 “ 

— 

St# Kitt’s 

318618 TO 

8 

67753 4 

6 
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Countries, 
St. Lucia 
St. Thomas 
St. Vincent’s 
Tobago 
Tortola 

Pernaraira 

St. Domingo 
Surinam 

Northern Fifliery 
Southern Fifhery 
St. Martin’s 
Buenos Ayres 
Gape Francois 
Havannah 


Imports. 
18572 19 3 
1504 7 10 
157144 5 I 

40733 *6 5 
85876 I 7 


1554 a 5 


8483 12 II 


New Orleans - 10 

Foreign coin and bullion — 

Prize goods - 34^7^ ^7 ~ 


A. 1787, 

Exports. 


54432 18 3 
184^? 


X xs — 
2403 9 XO 


1583 — 
652560 13 
30941 10 ~ 


Total 16279419 I 3 16770228 17 9 

THOMAS IRVING, 
Infpe(!Ior General of the Imports antj 
Exports of Great Britain^ 

Int'pedlor General’s Office, 

Cuftom Houfe, London, 

February 9, 1787* 

Account of tiie Commiflioners for the Reduftion of the 
National Debt for the two firft quarters, viz. from 2d of 
Auguft, 1786, to ill January, 1787. 

Commlffigners Creditors, 

To cafh p^id for following Stocks. 

Capital Stocks 

151.000 3 per cent, confol. 

196,^00 red. confol. 

.1 16,960 old S. S. ann. 

107.000 new ditto 

55,000 3 per cent. 1758 

606,760 

Sank of England Debtor. 

To cafli ifTued from Exchequer frem Au- 
|;aft 2d, 1786, to 31ft January, 1787 

Six months intereft on 37,000!. red. con. 
due loth OAober, 1786 


£• j. d. 
119,566 17 6 

J 47>738 o 0 
126,205 *7 6 
81,301 5 Q 

25,743 o o 

500,55s 0 0 


500,000 O Q 

5 S 5 -9 9 

500,555- o ■ o 
. c Ca«» 
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Gafti in hand, and for i^narters, Oiiober 

February and I ft May, 1787, - ^54> tOO O o 

The Houfe adjourned, 

Tuc/day^ I yh February. 

As the attendance of an hundred members could not be 
procured, for the purpol'e of proceeding to a ballot, the 
Houfe, of courfe, adjourned, .until 



JVedmfday^ 14//& February m 

When ftrnilar circumftances occafioned their adjourn- 
ment to , 

^Thurfday^ l^th February^ 

Mr. Dempjlcr begged leave, for a moment, to fix the at- Mr, Dem^ 
tention of the Houfe to the petiticui which he had the ho-^^®*’* 
nour to prefent feme days before, from the civil and military 
fervants of the Eaft-lndia Company, praying relief from 
the ails, of which they were fo particularly and detrimen- 
tally the objeils. 7 'he ails being read, he moved, “ that 
‘‘ the Houfe do on Tuefday next refolve itfelf into a#Cotp- 

mittee of the whole Houfe to confider of the faid 
This motion, he remarked, was not without precedents on 
the Journals ; fome precedents indeed were againft it, yet 
much ftronger in his favour, than any which he could ftiowr 
upon his fide; and of this nature was the petition com- 
plaining of the ail relative to Maflachufets Bay, whi^the 
Houfe had refufed to hear ; a moll unfortunate denial, and, 
in his opinion, one dreadful fource of thofe irretrievable ca- 
lamities of war which followed in America. 

Mr. D undas againft the irregularity of the pre- Mr.Duniw 

lent motion, though he had no dellre to avoid a debate on 
the fubjeil. On the contrary, he gloried in being inftru- 
niental in paffing (and this with the confent of the Com- 
pany, who, doubtlefs, were intitled to preferibe conditions 
to their fervants) the adl, of which many individuals of the 
civil and military line in the Eaft Iixlies fo vehemently com- 
plained. 

Mr. Dempjler averred, that tlxe Company had no right to Mr. Oemp- 
barter away the riglit,s and privileges of their fervants, which 
they enjoyed in common with their felIow-fubje 6 ls. On 
this point he was ready, at any time, to meet the learned 
and right honourable gentleman. He was willing, however, 
to withdraw his motion for the prefent but on Tuefday 
next he would move, That the agents for tlie pciitioneis 
“ be heard at the bar by themfelves or their counfel.” 

Mr. Dempfter then withdrew’* his motion. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Chancellor P/// moved for leave to bring in a bill for 
the more efFe61:ual fuppreflion of unlawful lotteries. He 
faid it was precifely the fame with the bill formerly paffed, 
except that it included the amendments of the Lords. 

The bill was accordingly brought in, and being read a 
firft and fecond time, it was committed. 

On the claufe being read for making it lawful to infurc 
whole tickets, 

Mr. Fox remarked, that although allowing that it was 
fomewhat lefs reprehenfible than before, he lliould objedi to 
the claufe in toto. It was very remarkable, that not one 
reafon had ever been afligned fof the introdudtion of the 
claufe at aJJ, and moft undoubtedly it would give a pretence 
for keeping an infurance-ofEce under the colour of law. For 
his part, he difcovered no argument againft infuring fliares, 
which did not apply to whole tickets, except that tlie evil was 
not fo extenfive. He would therefore take the fenfe of the 
Houfe upon the fubjedl : and the ratlier, becaufe as the bill 
now flood, it might be abufed, there being nothing in it to 
prevert a number of psrfons buying one ticket and infuring 
it as often as they chofe; for, who was to inform againfl 
them, finVe it was the intereft of the officekeeper to connive 
at the abiife ? 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he could not imagine 
how, by this claul'e, indifcriminate infiirance could be au- 
thorlfed or encouraged, as it was exprefsly provided by it, 
that every ticket infured fliould be infured for the whole 
drawing of the lottery from the day of fuch infurance, and 
Ihould be depofited in fbme place appointed, or to be appoint- 
ed, by the Commiinoncrs of the lottery for that purpofe. 

Mr. Alderman Fozvnfmd wi fired to put a flop to infuring 
altogether. It was a fa6l, well known to every magiftrate 
both in town and country, that many of the felonies tried 
before them were perpetrated in confequence of difappoint- 
ments and Ioffes incurred by adventuring in i-lotteries, Such 
was the common cafe with infatuated w^retches who meant 
honeflly to return what they purloined, if their good luck had 
but enabled them to e^^hibit fuch a flriking example of inte- 
grity ! It was alfo w^ell underflood, that lotteries were in- 
tended merely as jobs or douceurs for the friends of the Mi- 
nifler. He well knew there were fuch officers as Commif- 
lioners, a Secretary, &c. but he had rather vote them the 
money for their falaries than vote a lottery. He loved to 
fpeak out, and perhaps the true reafon for continuing lotte- 
ries was, that Miniflers might hold their influence by diftri- 
buting lottery tickets to the loan fubferibers. So extremely 
therefore was he anxious, that rather than debauch in this 
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manner, the morals of the lower clafles of the people, the mo- 
ney were voted by Parliament. It certainly would proven 
great hardftiip on the Public, and a flagrant expofureof mer- 
cenary and corrupt conduft ; yet be fhould regard it, as it 
would be far the better and the wifer alterjnative. 

Sir Benjamin Hamet denied that the Miniller had any fi- SirBcnja- 
nifter views or private intereft for himfelf or his frienas in 
the lottery. The tickets were in fail fet up to aiidtion, and 
expofed to the beft bidder. He Was rather obliged, than 
oiherwife, to fuch as were willing to take them off his hands. 

Mr. Drake avowed himfelf an enemy to lotteries in gene- Mr. Drak«. 
ral, but juftified the preftlit claufe, thinking that every man 
had a right to infure his property. 

Sir James ErJJeine reprobated the whole bill as infufEcient to S’r Jaw«s . 
reach us pretended obje£t. If it had been endued with the 
leaft efficacy before, it would prove totally annihilated by the 
claufe in queftion. This claufe auihorifec! the eftablifliment 
of midnight gambling houfes, in which the ignorant, the idle, 
and, what was far worfe, the induftrious poor, were enticed 
and dripped of their little property,. To think that gembling 
could, by any regulations, be put a flop to in thofe houfes, 
while they were legally eftablillied, was abfurd, add contrary 
to all experience ; tor the prohibitory claufes inferted in all the 
former lottery a6ls, were a mere dead letter for the want of in- 
formation. There were undoubtedly a number of informers 
in thi‘' metropolis ; but no number of induftry of that deferip- 
tion of men could, in fomany houfes, eftahlillied by law, check 
a praftice to whicli there were fuch powerful inducements from 
roguery and avarice on the one hand, and ihe hopes of fudden 
opulence on the other. 

Mr. Pitt ohjeded to the amendment, and argued, that it Mr. Pitt, 
was not neceffary for every bill to be printed. It was not of 
fo complicated a nature, but that gentlemen might eafily car- 
ry it in their minds, and deliberate on its propriety or impro- 
priety, without feeing it in print. Mr. Sheridan perfifting in 
his motion for the amendment, the Houfe divided, and there 
appeared for the amendment 63, againfl: it 94.-— Majority for 
the Minifter 31. 

The third reading was then gone through; the bill paffed, 
and was ordered to be fent up to the Peers. 

Mr. P/// moved, ‘‘ That the Houfe do now refolve itfelf ^*‘* ^*^^ 

“ into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to confider farther 

of fo much of His Majefty’s mod gracious fpeech to both 
“ Houfes of Parliament, upon the 23d day of January laft, as 
“ relates to the treaty of navigation and commerce between 

His Majefty and the Moft Chriftian King.” 

Mr. Pelham required fome previous explanations on certain Mr.pdJAni 
points, particularly relating to the convention, before the 
VoL.'.XXI. E e Houfe 
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Houfe went into a Committee on the confidtration. of tlie fe- 
veral particulars of the treaty. 

On the ejueftion being put that this claufe ftnrul part of the 
bill, the Committee divided, when there appeared, Ayes, 88 ; 
Noes, 57.^ — Majority for the ciaufe, ^1, 

Mr. Fox. . Mr. Fox obje6ling to the motion, faid, that as fo few mem- 
bers were prelent, as the two ballots had ended fo late, and 
as the importance of reducing the duties on French wines 
was fo vaft, he thought that the matter lliould be deferred 
'until a more convenient opportunity^ BeGdes, what opera- 
ted materially againit the prefent motion was, there being no 
pofitive order ot the day fur it, and tlierefore gentleinen did 
not come down, liaving not the Dightell: opiihon of its being 
now relumed. 

Mr.Cban- Mr. Chancellor Pin contended, that it W'as an iinquef- 
cvllorPitt. tJonabIc fact that lie had given notice of liis intention to ro- 
i'ume the ful)je£l upon the prefent day, and he therefore be- 
lieved that there were not three perfons in the Iloufe unap- 
prired4‘Of his intention to make this motion. He even was 
convinced that tlie right honourable gentleman (Mr. I'ox) 
was not dne of t?ie three; and until he heard from the right 
honourable gentleman liimielf, that he did not expect it 
would come on, he fliould certainly [xirfill: in his motion. 

Mr. /iy.v begged leave to afiu re the right honourable gen- 
tleman, that, for his own part, he did not expe61: that it 
would be refumed, although he coufefled that he knew fucli 
was the right honourable gentleman’s intentions; yet, as he 
knew that there were two ballots, each concluding fo ex- 
traordinarily late, lie did expe^l, for that reaibn, the prdent 
motion could not me made. On this occailon, lie felt it ne- 
ceflliry to remind the Houfe, that a right honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Flood) had in the former debate promK'ed to give 
his fentiments, which he then deferred from the latenefs of 
the hour; and, as he was not prefent, lu* thouglit this an ad- 
ditional argument to defer the prefent motion. He trulled, 
then^fore, that the majority of the Houi'e would agree with 
him in the necefiity and propriety of deferring the prefent 
bufinefs. In his opinion, it might be brought forward more 
properly on the morrow, when there would, in all probabi- 
lity, be an attendance, wdiich was indilpeniable to difeufs 
and confider id important a fubjev.^. 

Francis ^ Sir Framis Buffet obferved, that lie alfo could, with truth, 
^ aflure the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) that he was 

very far from conceiving the leaft idea that he would have at- 
tempted to refume the fubjecEt of the commercial treaty, af- 
ter the Houfe had been fo long engaged with the two ballots ; 
no/ did he think it was becoming in the Houfe to hurry a 
bufinefs of this important nature through Parliament with 

fo 
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fo much precipitation; and hd fhoudd confequently move 
for the prefent motion to be deferred until the morrow that 
his motion was therefore, that inllead of now, the words to- 
ntorrow might be inierted in the ipeftion. The motion be- 
ing read, 

Mr. Drake obferved, that as the fubjeft was" of fuch im- Mr* Drake, 
portaiice to the country as to require the greateft and moft 
complete information which coirld be obtained, he certainly 
thought tiu: morion now propofed was proper and expedient. 

Beiides, the Hoiifc had lately been very much engaged oil 
bufinefs of the firil conlcquence, their reft had been broken, 
and their minds greatly flurried. This was another addi- 
tional reafon for giving now his vote for delaying the prefent 
bufinefs until the morrow, although it was contrary to thofe 
votes which he had already given againft former motions, 
and which he confidered as only dilatory. 

The queftion was then read for the amendment, when the 
Houfe divided, Againft the amendment ;45, — For it 59. — 

Majority 86. 

Previous to the motion being made for the SpeakerJeaving 
the chair. 

Captain Mhichhi begged leave to remind the jfloufe that Cmt. Min- 
fome pajiers were requifite for the information of members chin, 
on the fubjecl of tliis commercial treaty. Thefe he wiflied 
to have before he was called upon to give his vote ; for, with- 
out the intormation which they contained, he confefled 
felf incompetent to decide upon the fubjeeft. For this reafon, 
he hoped the Houfe would not think of refolving itfelf into a 
Committee, until they had thefe papers laid before them. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared that he was aftonifhed to find Mr. Chan- 
gentlemen fo unbecomingly defirous to prevent the Houfe 
from going into a Committee on pretence of certain papers 
being wanting. « If they were, they could be moved for as 
well in the Committee as at the prefent moment, the next to 
which would introduce a refolution of the Houfe into a 
Committee. 

Mr. Sheridan remarked, that though the Committee fliould Mr. S!icri- 
proceed without the papers, he did not perceive that any in- 
convenience copld arife, but what mighf, in other ftages of 
the palling of this aft, be remedied. Whatever vote they 
then gave, it could not prove fo decifive as not to admit of 
being retrafted or correfted before the clofe of the whole 
bufinefs. The bill, after its commitment, inuft be reported; 
amendments might be then propofed ; this might caufe a re- 
commitment, and again a report : it muft be then read a third 
time, and afterwards palled. In all thefe ftages gentlemen 
would certainly have an opportunity of propofing any objec- 
tions w^iich might occur, or alterations which they might 

E e 2 wilh> 
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wifh to adopt, from any additional intelligence they might 
receive from papers they had to expeft. With this convic- 
tion he did not entertain the leaft dillike againft going into 
the Committee; but he certainly had a very great objec- 
tion to the bufmefs being fo precipitately hurried through 
the Houfe. On this occafion, he trufied that he Ihould be 
allowed toexprefs his anxious hopes that the conhdcration of 
the commercial treaty would not induce the Houfe to forget 
the remainder of the charges againft Mr. Haftings. If the 
treaty were to be ^gone through entirely before they entered 
on the dilcuflion of any other hi^fmefs, the affairs of Mr. 
Haftings might be referred, fo far as he could judge, ad ca- 
lendar gracar ; for he underftood that there were now above 
three thoufand different refolutions preparing for the Houle 
to digeft ; and he fuppofed that,* during the progrefs of the 
bufmefs, the Minifter would juft: bring in about half a do- 
zen bills each day, and have them read a third time, for the 
fake of expediting a matter, which he held to be of fuch im- 
portance. He muff: remind him, however, tliat he could 
not, from paft experience, flatter himfelf with the hopes of 
palling thf bill over fo glibly, as in every ftage it was liable 
to meet with oppofition. 

Mr. Pelham Pelham obferved, that he knew not whether it was 

in the recolledlion of gentlemen, that his right honourable 
friend i^Mr. Burke) had given notice that he fliould take an 
opportunity of moving for the attendance of Nathaniel 
Middleton, Efq. and Sir Elijah Impey, at the bar of the 
Houfe, upon the immediately enfuing day. As his right 
honourable friend was ahfent, he ftiould now beg leave to in- 
troduce a motion fimilar in its nature. 

Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he muft object to the 

^ ’ ^motion, fliould it interfere with the bufmefs before t!:e Com- 

mittee. If they did not pafs the refolution, for which he 
meant to move during the evening, but adjourned their dti- 
cufTiOn, he could not agree to any bufinei's being propofed 
which might impede the determination of what he fhould 
have the honour of propofing For their confideration. But 
if the faid refolutions did pais before the^ Committee fhould 
adjourn, he then fliould not have the leaft objedion to the 
motion. 

Mr* Pelham’s motion was deferred. 


Mr. Chan- 
esllor Pitt. 


The queftion was then put for the Speaker’s leaving the 
Chair, vvhich being agreed, the Houfe immediately reiblved 
itfelf into a Committee on the commercial treaty. 

Mr. Beaufoy having taken the chair, 

Mr. Chancellor P/V/ remarked, that as he had faid fo much 
on a former day on the general principle of the bill, he did 
net conceive it nece;firy that he flxould trouble the Com- 
mittee 
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mitt!£e with any further obfervations. He had, therefore, 
fimply to move, That it be the opinion of the Committee 
that they fliould lower the duties on French wines, to what 
was now paid on the importation of Portugal wines. This 
motion being feconded, 

Mr. flood now role and faid, that when he confidered how Mr. Flooi. 
great a portion of the day had been confumed in the difcuf- 
fion of various points, he felt himfelf in fome degree im- 
pelled to wave at prefent, the intrufion of his fentiments 
upon the patient hearing of the Committee; yet, under the 
convi6tion that the fuhjeft which the right honourable gen- 
tleman (Mr. Pitt) had jull: offered to their inveftigation was 
a of nature infinitely too important not to challenge their 
moft lerious attention, he fliould beg leave to avail himfelf 
of their indulgence, whilft he delivered his own fentiments, 
in the fullcll; difpofitioiu to pay all proper deference to thofe 
of others. He would endeavour to ftate his reafons againft 
the policy and principle of the treaty, in as brief a manner 
as the nature of the fubjeeft would admit. — His firft and 
chief objecSl ion to the treaty was, its being contrary tt) every 
principle of policy which former ages had adopted, which 
the prefent fhould preferve, and which he had trufted, the 
future would always require. He fhould confider it as an 
indilpenfubly leading principle that England and France are 
naturally and invariably rivals. This principle muft con- 
tinue to operate fo long as Britain maintains the chara6ter 
which file has liitherto fupported, of guardian of the liber- 
ties of Europe. VV^hen (lie is content to refign this glorious 
diilin6lion, fhc may enter into as dole bonds of amity with 
France as Ihe tliinks proper; and he feared that the reliii- 
cjuifliing of Portugal was a fymptom which prognoflicated 
the facrifice of that diflindion. In fupport of this he would 
adduce an argument which was and would be always great 
with this country, and fliould be omnipotent with the right 
honourable member (Mr. Pitt.) He meant an argument 
of the moll refpeflable authority ; that which moft men 
revered ; that ufed by his great father (the Earl of Cha- 
tham) the illuftrious minifter of this country, when he re- 
fufed agreeing to the eftablifliment of the family compad in 
the year 17^2, and rcfigned in confequence or the reft of 
His Majefty’s Council approving of the meafure. His words 
were. That he had a rooted jealoufy, a 6xed antipathy, 
and an unalterable alienation of mind towards France, and 
that France and England vyere not merely rivals in com- 
nierce, but rival potentates. Now added Mr. Flood, if 
they are already rivals, how muft that rivalfhip be increafed 
by a mutual emulation in commerce! — for nothing excites 
mote jealoufy among nations tlian commexcial advantage. 

- This 
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This ancient rivallhip, or ^inimofity, call it which you 
pleafe, will therefore xather be increafed than extenuated by, 
the commercial treaty. — The treaty, if good for both, can 
really be fo to neither — fo far,, Itiaft, ns refpedts theun- 
felves. With regard to other countries, indeed, the con* 
fequence of both may be diminilhed. If equal in point of 
comniercifil advantage, the treaty cannot be very delireable ; 
nor can it be defireable to us, unlefs it l)e greatly in favour 
of England ; and that from the acknowledged policy of the 
French court, is more than the nioft languine patriot could 
hope for. We have often beaten the French in the field; 
but it has never yet been known, *'that we have gotten the 
better of them iji the Cabinet.— This connection with us, 
that fagacious people had frequently coveted; and had fome- 
times fucceeded in acquiring. It -was uiiPieceflary to go hack 
to hiflory, or to recapitulate minutely the advantages which 
they gained under Charles the Second and his brother, of 
their lubfequent difappointment in the fliutting up of the 
ports, by King William. This, however, would appear 
from fuch a rcfearch, that they had fallened on every oppor- 
tunity of procuring this intercourfe with England. The 
attempt was very near being fuccefsful in Queen Anne’s 
reign, but was preveated by the wifdom of* Parliament. 
They had afterwards attempted it in 1762; and fince that 
in 1783. Thus what the French have been eagerly grafp- 
ing at for the courfc of a whole century, we are throwing 
to them in a minute, with the facility of children. Nor was 
it without reafon, that they bent their utmoft endeavours to 
obtain this 'intercourfe with England. Whilfl the ports of 
the two nations were open to each other, the balance of trade 
was uniformly againfl: us. This may be denied, as in fa6I 
it has been, but though falfehood may have its effefts for a 
time, yet the impudence, or arrogance of an unprincipled 
individual cannot have power enough long to controvert 
the opinions, or fupport itfelf againll the experience of a 
whole a^e. But it may be argued, with an air of plaufibi- 
lity, that the principle which was erroneous then, may not 
be fo now. Inapplicable indeed is this argument to the com- 
parative condition of France. In what points of view that 
eminently fuperior ftatefman, his exalted father had con- 
iidered the rival powers of England and of France, the right 
honourable gentleman wfip now prefided over the govern- 
ment of alFairs mull well remember. Who could then ex- 
pe£l to fee a fyftcm fo repugnant to his principles adopted 
by the fon ? But to lliew that the end of this treaty with 
France, this treaty of friendftiip, harmoiiy, and confidence, 
was abfurd and itnpradlicable, he Ihould Hate as briefly as 
polSble his reafon s. In doing this, all repetitions be would 
‘1 * molV 
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moft carefully avoid. He fliould net therefore, repeat, that 
every attempt to open a commerce with France had proved 
abortive. He fliould not prefs the remark already made 
that James the Second had opened our ports, and that Wil- 
liam had dammed them up again. He fliould not repeat, 
that every treaty we had formed with this rival ferved but 
to convince u$ of its being imprafticable to form a permanent 
inlercourfe of friendlhip and mutual reciprocity. But 
wlience came it that we had now this aflurance of her afFec- 
tion towards this country ? How long had fhe fliewn this li- 
beral fentiment towards <(jreat Britain ? In what was it dif- 
played ? Was it in the ufurpation of Corfica, or in her po- 
litical intrigues againft our intereft and alliance witli Hol- 
land ? Or was it in her affillance of America, by which we 
were difmembered of that part of our empire? If flie enter- 
tained this kind intention towards a liberal union of commer- 
cial interefts with Great Britain, it would certainly have 
been difplayed. He faw no figns of friendlliip in her beha- 
viour towards this or any other country. Her principle of 
policy was to hold the feeptre of Europe : and what Iiad pre- 
vented her from thisobjedi of her ambition but tke power of 
(ireat Britain ? fliall we then refign a power which has pre- 
lerved the liberties of Europe, by controling her fchenies 
of uiiiverfal monarcliy ? Is it confident with that policy' 
which caufes all Europe to depend on us for their protedtion, 
againll the intrigues, ambition, and encroachments of France, 
to think of depending on her aflumed friendfliip ? This was 
not tlie^policy of Queen Elizabeth, who raifed the power 
and glory of this country to tliat height, as to render it the, 

Ible arbiter and proledlor of Europe. She, when our re- 
fources were infantine, our commerce but juft expanding, 
its various brandies, and our national fpirit aroufing itfelf 
from , the languor of preceding reigns, did not think of efta- 
blilliing her glory on a commet^ial alliance with France. 

She confidered this country as her rival in confequence, and 
therefore fought thofe means of power in foreign commerce 
whenever it could be obtained. And the fame principle 
which adluated this great Qiieen, adluated likewife that 
ufurper, as he may be called, Oliver Croinwell. Although 
he did not enter into any ofFenfive wars againft France, he 
did not think it conliftent with the political confequence and 
fituation of this country relatively to other European States, 
to form any commercial alliance with this afpiring power. ^ 

Several particulars of relative commerce between the tw6 
nations, were worthy of the prefent confideration of the 
Committee. During the. reign of Louis the fourteenth, and 
under jhe adminiftnition of Colbert, were manufactures in- 
troduced into that kingdom. They .have been Cnee tpnti- 

nuallj 



P AR LI AME NT Aky A* ijij. 

nually increafing, and if they were formidable’ then, what 
muft they beat the prefen t moment? If our manufa£tures 
have improved, why fliould not thofe of France have ad- 
vanced likevvife in improvement ? It has been aflerted, that 
France is a country of natural produce, England of artificial 
manutaflure* But this is not exa6Hy the cafe. She is not 
merely a country of produce aloney but, alfo, of manufac- 
ture. She fupplied all her own inhabitants, ans many others 
of neighbouring countries. With regard to the idea or ar- 
gument which had been ufed, of Great Britain enjoying a 
market, by virtue of this treaty^ containing tyenty-tour 
millions, while France only could acquire from it a market 
containing eight millions, he could not perceive its force or 
propriety. When two markets were opened to each other, 
it fliould be confidered and ellabliflied upon the mofl; clear 
and indifputable evidence of reciprocity. But was this the 
circumftance of the prefent treaty ? Where was the recipro- 
city ? It was impoffible that any reciprocity of commercial 
interefts Ihould fubfift between Great Britain and France: 
they were too near each other. From the fimilarityof their 
climates, extheir wants muft be too fimilar to admit of any ex- 
tenfjon of market. For the only means wherein two nations 
could benefit each other by treaty, were, when their wants 
become diffimilar, and thus could take from each mutually 
what might increafe the labour of their people, and accoiii- 
modate themfelves — But this was not to be faid of the fitua- 
tion between F ranee and Great Britain. Their manufadlures 
were nearly the fame. Had they not one Imndred towns 
now employed in the woollen manufa£lory ? Had they not 
confiderafile iron works ? Were they not eftablifliing with all 
jioflible expedition iind encouragement the manufactory of 
cottons? And would they not be able to rival us in the pur- 
chafe of the raw material in Afia, from the afliftance and 
perhaps the connivance of the Dutch ? And what were we 
to take chiefly from them ? We were to take from them 
U^eir wines and olives, and for which he could not perceive 
the leaft profpeCl: of their taking any of opr manufactures 
in return. For moll of our manufaCiures they had already 
in great forwardnefs and perfection. It had been argued, 
their wines, brandies, and olives were luxuries, for which 
we fliould necelBrily (end in return our manufactures, to the 

J ;reat extehlion of the employment of our citizens, the emo- 
□ment of our merchants, and the increafe of our reve- 
nue. This argument he could not admit. For the pro- 
duce of wines and olives in France were fuch as would great- 
hr give to her the advantage in this commercial intercoufe. 
From her climate, Ihe pofleffed a phyfical monopoly of^thefe 
prides. And a? we were now agreeing to dihainifla the duties 
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on them, we were opening a market for commodities, which 
would drain us of a confiderable quantity of bullion* Our 
manufaflures were fuch as llie moftly manufactured herfelf, 
and therefore it could not be fup'pofed but we mull pay in 
fpecie a great portion of the amount which we imported from 
her of thefe luxuries. As to the number of inhabitants in 
France being three times more than thofe of Great Britain> 
this could not be any argument to prove that we had the 
leall advantage in the treaty. The queftion was not wliich 
country had the greater number of people— it was whether 
eight millions in Great Britain did not confume more clothes 
and merchandize than rwenty-four millions did in France? 

And was not this moll likely to be the fad ? It was w^ell 
known which was the moll luxurious’ nation. If therefore, 
weconfumed more than France, admitting the reciprocity- 
in every other confideration of the treaty, yet in this par- 
ticular it was obvioufly to our difadvantage. With refpeCt 
toourferving each other mutually, France enjoyed an op- 
portunity which would always render our hopes abortive. 

The Court and fafliion there were fucivas to enabje her at 
any time to fufpend the confumption of our manufadures, 
and to increafe their own. We might, therefore^ make trea- 
ties with a view to reciprocity, but the idea was abfurd. 

She had always, by the means of her Court and falhion, the 
power of caufing her own manufadujres to be worn inftead of 
thofe of any other nation whatever ; and while Ihe pollelled it^ 
flae would never forego its excrcife in her favour. 

The impolicy of feeking a foreign market, which was 
always uncertain, while we poffefled a home confumption, 
which nothing could poffibly diminilh — except a diminution 
of our' credit, and the emigration of our manufadurers, 
was a fubjed which naturally led him to flate, that the ave^ 
rage of our exportation of corn, not\Vithftandlng the boun- 
ties given for its encouragement, was only in the proportion 
of one to 32 with regard to our own confumption. He re- 
marked this to fliew how inconfiderable our exports were of 
this article on which a bounty was allowed, when comjlil'ed 
to what we confumed at home. But he yet farther obferved, 
that the average calculation of our annual exports had been 
from 88, 000,0001. to 90,000,000!. And if thefe exports 
boie tlie fame proportion to what our home market required, 

,as the export of corn did to its confumption in Great Britain, 
how inconfiderable mull be oqr own market ! But, admitting 
that we confumed ten times mosjp inllead of thirty ^ne times, 
what an aftonifliing refource of trade this evide'ntly proved 
that we pollelled in ourfelves ! Was it then wife to admit a 
rival to the participation of a maiket fo confidejable— a 
market which had fupplied u$ with many refourccs for war 
VoL. XXL F f • that 
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that fcarcely any nation could boaft befide our own ? Ad- 
verting to the fyftem of colonizing, to ihew that th6 prin- 
ciple was merely to eftablilh monopolie.^ for our own trade, 
Mr. Flood ‘obferved, that in all commercial treaties with 
foreign powers, the policy was to acquire as many of thefe 
in your favour as you poffibly could, and to diminifli, if 
poffible, thofe with whom you were in treaty. 

To think of entering into a negociatioii of mutual and 
commercial intercouiie with a rival was, therefore, the moft 
abfurd and chimerical fcheme that ever was adopted. Such 
was tlie nature of two rival powers, that it was impoffible 
but one muft have the advantage of the other in all treaties 
of this nature. And that nation would have the advantage 
which was the pocreft and tlie moil abllemious. Which was 
the richcll and moil luxurious, was too evident to require 
him to declare. Would not France, lie aiked, with her 
wines, brandies, and ohves, draw from us our i'pecie in ])ro- 
portioM to her wants and our own fuperiority in wealtli? 
She certainly would, and therefore we fliould find ourlelves 
not only lupplanted in our r-eiburccs for wealth, hut drained 
of the rtimaining Ipecie we had to fupport our credit. \Vith 
refpeifl toxredit, he ilatcd, that I’raiice certainly pofiefied 
lefs credit than we did. The trade in wdiicli 1' ranee engaged 
was not by any means to that extent of cajfital on wliich we 
conducted our commerce. Our paper and credit enabled us 
to tranfiuSf fuch a portion of trade, as was, he believed, un- 
exampled in every other nation. We fliould theredore, be 
very cautious oi entering into any negociatioii which might 
tend to drain us of that portion of fpecie indif]^eniab!y ne- 
ceflar) to preferve our credit from I>eing diminiflied. This 
was a confequerice he was apprehenlive would follow from 
the treaty. As it wasataiSt that the poorer nation w\)ulJ 
always drainTrom the richell in all commercial intercourfes, 
France muft ultimately diminifli our fpecie and increafe her 
own. Thefe w’^e re obj efts which preffed immediately iqion 
his apprehenfion. ISiot that he was apt to delpond. Fie knew 
tli^ the refources of this country had been found inexhauf- 
timfe. Being able to defend hcrfelf againft fuch a combina- 
tion of powers as flie had lately refifted from the aid of 
thefe refources, muft convince everyone of her native vi- 
'gour- And yet, we fpoke of treaties as if tliey were to give 
an almoft endlefs permanency to peace. I'he idea of ren- 
’ dering peace durable by entering into a commercial treaty 
with France, was, as experience proved, a falfe fuggeftion. 
If we agreed with France at home, flie would fortify in Afia. 
We made a treaty of alliance with Holland, and in the fame 
vear the maffacre at Amboyna was perpetrated. Our con- 
duft was niofl unaccountable. Had we on a fudden fjrgot- 
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ten our old prejudices, and our well-grounded jealoufy of 
France ? or had France abandoned her ambition, and cloath- 
ed herfelf in the garb of humility ? Was it owing to a caufe 
which he dared not name ? All Europe were beholding us 
with afionilhment, and wondering what could have induced 
us tagive up the glorious characSler which had preferved our 
liberties* In the courle of the laft war,, we had exhibited 
a Icene w])'M:h excited the admiration of tlie world — refonrees 
beyond conception — firmnefs and valour beyond all ex- 

ample — vvheiever danger challenged, we prefented our front 
to it — often harralTed, o^t never ruined. It feemed as if 
nothing Injt the tlnindcrholt of heaven could accoinplilh our 
annihilation. V\Mth refpedd to what had been chferved by the 
right ho»'.oiirable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) that tlie nr rciiants 
and maniiladlu^ers of tlic country had not given any ij-ecihe 
ohjcflioM to tbie treaty, he had only to controvert tiiis 
tion, by producing what they had actually laid agaii’.ft it upon, 
oat li . r\ i u c h had beeii con ten ' led for in favou r of the t rea t y , 
from tlie funpolcd hie nee of the nianufa£lurers» But thefe 
men could not oppole the treaty, till it was ofiert'd <0 them 
in a comj)i re hate ; and this could net be the t^afe before 
the convep.t on was concluded. As men of biilinefs, time 
w’as necefrary for them after this; and as to the ftnallnefs of 
the number wlio are laid to have declared againll the treaty, 
that hiould not be adduced as an argument; for the Chamber 
of Maniifadlurers was a reprefentative body, atit] afted for a 
vafl: number of perfons. They only define time for them- 
felves to deliberate, and in the fame moment advife you to 

take it. There is no occafion therefore, to hurry on this 

bufmefsfrom the filence of the manufadlurers.— They have 
in reality fpoken out in the moil: emphatic way — in the treaty 
with Ireland ! 'Fill they fliould come to the bar of the Houfe, 
and retraft what they had faid, he declared that he fliould 
confider them as having delivered their fentiments on the 
commercial treaty. They had predifted infinite loffesv from 
the removal of the trade from this country ; now, if they 
fhould retradl, it would be curious to confider on vvfet 
ground they would withdraw. Would it be, becaufe France 
is a great manufacturing country, and Ireland not? Becaufe 
flieisfullof inhabitants, and Ireland comparatively defolate? 
Would it he becaufe France is a country rich in its produce, 
and Ireland almoft barren? Or, if benefit is to be derived from 
the treaty, were they apprehenfive that Ireland would have it, 
while they entertain no fuch uncharitable fcruples in regard 
to France? He would alk the woollen dfap>er, if France has. 
not an hundred towns in that manufadlory, for one that Ire- 
land has; and whether flie has not uoderfold this country 
foreign markets, which Ireland never fo much as attempted ? 
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He would aik what natural 'advantages Ireland has, that 
ihould give fuch alariiQ. to England, w^hile fhe ps^rtieipate^. 
With France all her benefits without apprehepfion. Is it her 
wines apd olives, or the phyfical monopoly of her climate; 
for all which fte opght get the moll luxurious and oppu- 
lent culiomers? Another commercial advantage tq France, is 
in the nature of her tribunal^, compared wiui ours; and ir^ 
the difpofition of the people. Here people will have what 
^hey long for, however detrimental the confqmption may be 
to the country. But in France, befidesthelaw of the realm, 
there is (as was obferved before) the reftrainjng Uw of the 
court, and the mode. It is curious (faid Mr. Flood) to ob- 
ferve how arguments are varied, and fa£ls oppofed, tq anfwer 
various and pppofite purpofes. Atone time, France cannot 
rivjilus in our raanufa6tures, hecaufc (he is poor; at another 
it is faid, we muft derive great advantages from pur trade 
with her, becaufe fte is rich. But if France is rich, England 
is more fo, more expenfive and luxurious. This might ren- 
der it dangerous for us to part with our cautionary laws. By 
protefting our trade, we preferved and increafed it for ipore 
jhan a century. Spain, qn the contrary, by neglefling pro- 
teding dueies, had loll her trade, and ruined her finances. 
How much more eafily might the fame caufe produce the 
fame eflecSl with us, who have not the fame refources in the 
mines of Peru, of Mexico, of Chili and Potofi. The great 
objeft of a nation fhould be to fupply herlelf. Two border^ 
ing countries can feldom fupply each other wdtb advantage. 
Their wants and their fuperflu it ies have too great a similarity. 
France could furnilh us with nothing but luxuries; and he 
livould venture tq aflert, that with no nation could we main- 
tain a left ufefql commerce. Upon this fubjedl, he fhould 
Repeat his queftions. Had not the manufafturers at the bar 
of that Houfe given their evidence on oath againft the treaty 
with Ireland? Was not their evidence then fufficient to prove 
that the prefent treaty mull be deftruftive to their intcrefts. 
If a commercial treaty with Ireland w^s thought to be fo de- 
to the trading intereft of this country, what maft it 
be with one that has five times her credit, and eight times her 
population, and forty times her capital? Did they not prove 
that it would tend to their inconvenience at the bar of the 
Houfe? Haye they denied any of the evidence they then ftat- 
ed? pr havi^ they intimated their wiflies to retra6l what they 
have^id on that occafion ? If they have, I fhould wifli to fee 
them adrhitted to the bar of the Houfe. I would then afk 
yhem pn what principle they could agree to fufier France, a 
yiyal With fa cpnfiderable a capital, to participate in their 
markets, when they refufed Ireland, a country without mo- 
fiey or artificers, the enjoyment of this privilege? I would 
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ajfe them why they did not fear the, removing of their manu** 
fa^ories to France when they did to Ireland? I^ouid aik 
them why they were not apprehenfive of being rivalled in all 
their foreign markets by France from this treaty, when they 
dreaded fo much the power of Ireland, where neither proper- 
ty, refource, or commerce in any degree exifted to excite fuch 
alarms, alluding to the injuftice 6r not granting to Ireland 
thpfe advantages which this treaty had given to France. Mr. 
Flood condemned greatly the condu& of Mr. Eden, who had 
been an oppofer of the treaty with Ireland, and the negocia- 
tpr of this treaty with France. If it were unfafe or impolitic 
to grant commercial benefits to Ireland, the danger muft be 
ftill greater to grant them to a rival, who would derive from 
thefe advantages the power of increafing her own refources 
and impoveriniing ours. But if this treaty was to be defend- 
ed on principles of policy and expediency, It muft be con- 
demned in every principle of juftice, with regard to giving 
fuch participations of trade to her, and denying them to Ire- 
land. Here he took an opportunity of ftating the ftipulations, 
pn which thefe advantages were propofed to Ireland. By the 
propofitions it was ftipulated that Great Britain flioufH mo- 
nopolize great part of Afia, all Africa, aconfiderabk portion 
of the W^ift India Iflands, no fmall fhare of America, and as 
large a degree of Europe.- Such were the ftipulations in fa- 
vour of Great Britain, and yet the right honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Eden) who was the negociator^of the prefent trea- 
ty, had been the fteady opponent of thefC' propofitions. 
Whence did it arjfc tljat diis negociator could dare to open 
our markets to France, with Scarcely one ftipulation in our 
favour, after lie had Ig ftrenuoully oppofed the treaty with 
Ireland, in which We had preferved our monopolies in every 
part of the globe? Having thus confidered its relation to the 
Irifti prpppfitions, and having argued it, both in a political 
and conimercial view, he proceed to view it in its relation to 
other nations. 

Impolitic was it to lofe an opportunity of making an allf- 
ance with Portugal; a country from whence we had derived' 
fo many and eflential advantages. By this commercial treaty, 
the mc^ept Parliament fhould have nwally given it their fanc- 
tion, the Methuen treaty muft become deftroyed*, for the 
principle pf that treaty, namely, — admitting the wines of 
Portugal one-third under thofe of France, — had no longer 
an cxiftence if the duties on French wines were reduced to 
the prefent duties on thpfe of Portugal. It was true, he ad- 
mitted, that by lowering the duties one third on Portugal 
wines afterwards, the treaty might be renewed. But, to he 
pbliged in confequcnce of this commercial treaty to admit; 
Wiaes from France on the fame terms as thofe of Portugal, 
" ' ' ' ' * wjould 
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would be evincing that you had abandoned that principle of 
policy which had been the cement of your alliance with that 
country. Would flie not, therefore confidcr, that the in- 
ducement no longer exifted which had been the caufeof your 
long and profperous friendlhip? This would certainly be a 
great obftacle to her defires to enter into treaty with you 
again. Befides, you had refigned the advantage you before 
poffelTed of almou commanding the renewal of the treaty. 
This commercial alliance with France muft convinv': o Portu- 
gal, that you had abandoned every principle of policy which 
had been her heft defence again 11 (ui)erior and neighbouring 
powers, — Therefore, that which tem[)te(l her ro court your 
protc6lion by fo advantageous an wiliance no longer exifting, 
you could not expect that fhe w^ould haften to renew it„ If 
ilie did, it might be poflibly on terms much more advpji- 
tageous to herielf and detrimental to you. Atiei itating ihefe 
pairiculars refpefting Portugal, he adverted to Spain, He 
mentioned the renewal of the family compact by tins treaty, 
and for no other fiipulation than that of having t!ie privilege 
of lowering the duties on Portugal wines one third below 
thofe of !^\ance. What were the advantages to be expe£led 
from this conceflion? Were they not merely ideal? They were 
vifionary. If you did not renew the treaty witli Portugal, 
you had agreed to receive the luxury of a country for which 
you mull give in great part your bullion, and had agreed to 
to the revival of a compadl which deftroy'ed all the former 
privileges you poflefled, not only in France, but in Spain, 
before this treaty was negociated. Heohferved that to aban- 
don allies who were experienced to have been fo ferviceable in 
their friendlhip, for fpeculations of commercial intercourfe 
with thofe whom nature, policy, and religion, muft una- 
voidably continue our fecret if not our avowed enemies, was 
the moft ridiculous conduft that ever could be adopted in the 
government of a country. 

The favours of Spain, France by this treaty had fecured, 
She would pollefs every advantage which we might otherwife 
have enjoyed. Thofe articles which were lb indifpenfably 
necellary to our manufactures we lliould no longer be certain 
of importing. The re-eftahlilhment of the family cdmpadl 
would be the greateft acceflion to f’rance in the importation 
of fine w’’ool particularly, and the greateft di fad vantage to us 
from the lofs of this invaluable raw material. Stating thus 
his view of the tendency of the commercial treaty, confider- 
ed in its relation to other countries, he advifed the Committee 
to delay any farther proceeding until they could form their 
opinions on its merits. Surely whii the manufadlurers alked 
in their petition was not fo unreafonable. They did not alk 
jParliament to adopt any opinion. They only wiflied that they 
• would 
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would fufpend their decifion until more infortt^ation could be 
obtained on the fubjeft. This was not the voice of imperti- 
nent embarraffment; it was the refpedlable voice of fuppli- 
catlon that Parliament would fufpend their operations in a 
meafure, when they confider tliat their intereAs were fo deeply 
and moA interefAingly involved. — Mr. Flood apoligizing for 
the length of his remarks, added, that it was much more 
agreeable to him to forego anyperfonal reputation which he 
might accjuire in the exercife of his duty, than for a moment 
to engage the attention of the Committee with a Angle fen- 
tence extraneous to the fubjefl. But he had uttered thefe 
fentiments folely from adeAreto Aate to the Committee what 
he conceived fufAcient reafSns for his voting againA the whole 
principle of the bill. It appeared to him founded on themoft 
abfurd policy which had ever entered into the conception of 
man. It deA roved all the principles of policy which had di- 
rected the commerce, navigation, and alliances of the coun- 
try. Did it not tend to fubvert every fupport wdiich we de- 
rived from the dependence of European Aates on our power? 
Their dependence gave us the fupport- of the connexions 
which they were defirous to form with a nation whoi^ they 
conAdered as the guardian of their political exiAcnce. From 
this conduX and charaXer, we had drawn all our greatnefs. 
From the war of 1688 until the prefent period, we had al- 
ways been fuccefsful from our own commercial confumption 
at home, and our alliances abroad. But thefe means would, 
by this treaty, be all forfeited. We Aiould lofe all our cha- 
raXer and confequence in the opinion of all Europe. No 
longer Aiould we be conficlered, as we had been, the guar- 
dians of their liberties. Is there any one reafon then in favour 
of this treaty? View it in a political, commercial, and rela- 
tive Atuation toother countries, and you And it fraught with 
deAruXion to all our former glories, and ouf prefent great- 
nefs. No part of our acquired profperity but it threatens 
with rapid and immediate anniliilation. It commands you to 
recede from every other. European friend, and to bury your- 
felfin the embraces of France, your ever unalterable enemy. 
Who formed this negociarion ? Would they have afl^ed him to 
withdraw the pillars which had been the fupport of the na- 
tion’s glory? No ! he Aiould anfwer. Would they aA;. him to 
repeal the Revolution? No! The treaty was hurried through 
the Houle. It was fraught with fo much danger to the Aate, 
policy, and conAitution, that he begged they would delay the 
proceeding until the rnanufaXurers of the country could be 
apprized of its real nature and tendency. He was aAured 
that they were men of the greateA khowledge and refpeXa- 
bility, and certainly, of all others, the moft capable of in- 
forming the Houfe of the real merits and tendency of the 
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tttzty: and without this confultation of their opinions, he 
thought that if the treaty pafied, the mod alarming and de» 
ftrufiive confequences mull enfue to this country. In con« 
clufion, Mr. Flood remarked that he was refolved to meet 
every principle of the treaty with his diflenting vote. 

Mr. IVilberfctce faid, he would rife and deliver his fenti* 
ments to the Houfe, however fenfible that he mull appear to 
no fmall difadvantage after the great eloquence and ability of 
the right honourable gentlemen who had preceded him ; yet 
ibe confefled that the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech bad 
failed of producing conviflion in his mind, which might pro- 
bably be, bccaufe he had hintedvat proving propofitions, to 
ihe proof of which no abilities whatever were equal ; befides, 
that if the honourable gentleman’s arguments againll the trea- 
ty were fometiroes powerful, he had talcen olF their elFe£lsby 
fupplying the anfwers to them himfelf. Mr. Wilbcrforce 
then pointed out, as he conceived, feveral inconfiftencies in 
Mr. Flood’s arguments; as that the treaty was ohjedlionable, 
becaufe tending to harmony between us and France, of which 
we ought always to conlider ourfelvcs as the natural and jea- 
lous 1‘tvals, and yet faying at the fame time that it would be 
in^vainv/or us to hope by a commercial connedlion to extin- 
guifh the fpirit of animofity, adducing the inftances of the 
Putch at Amboyna in fupport of the aflertion, and contend- 
ing that the competition of trade would foment the national 
principle of riv;il{hip. The right honourable gentleman 
maintained, that France fupplied herfelf with manufadlures, 
and yet fpoke in another place of the goods we fmuggled into 
that country; — that we fhould not attempt to enter into trade 
with an inimical power, yet fpoke of the value of the Spanifh 
trade to us, though acknowledging France was always fure 
her. But the honourable gentleman had refted much on 
the opinion of the manufaflurers being contrary to the trea- 
ty t this Mr. Wilberforce declared, however, he knew not to 
rbe^the cafe; they were almoft univerfally favourable to it ; 
If^r was the ftale of things the fame as in the inllance of the 
Irifli propofitions ; nor were the arguments applicable which 
bad been urged againft that meafure; the great apprehenfion 
then was, that Irifh manufacturers would be fet to work with 
Englifli capital, but in the prefent cafe there could be no fuch 
ground of apprehenfion; befidcs the reluCance every Eng- 
lifliman would feel at living under a defpotic government, and 
trufting his property to the arbitrary and uncertain determi- 
nations, and principles of a French tribunal, (arguments of 
which the honourable gentleman himfelf had admitted thes 
force, though not then aware of the conclufion) would they 
be likely to ereft thofe expenfivc works, and conllruC: tbofp 
machines which were necefifary in carrying on the great ma- 
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nufa£tures when the treaty was made hut for ijiterm of twelve ^ 
years? This fhortnefs of the term of its duration, was acom* 
plete anfwer to this and many other arguments that were urg- 
ed againft it; for that term manufaflures were as permanent 
and durable an article of fupply as produce, though much 
had been faid of the difadvhntages attending an intercourfe 
between two countries, when the one furniflied the fruits of 
the earth, a conflant produce, whilft that of the other was 
variable and tranlitory, as manufa6lurers were ever lliifting 
from place to place. Mr. Wilberforce {aid, the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had made great ufe of the figure of fpeecli 
called tlie dilemma, and**he nmfl fay, he thought the right 
honourable gentleman had involved him felf in one, by mak- 
ing It neceffary for him either to give up his arguments or his 
vote. Mr. Wilberforce then anfwered other arguments 
wliich had been urged againft the treaty; the appeals that had 
been made to experience, which, however, could only be 
fairly confulted by obferving wherein the cafes were parallel, 
and only fo far as they were fo, to a fimllar conclufion. A 
commercial intercourfe with France had, it was faid, been 
formerly unfavourable to this country; but then it miift be 
recollefted, oar woollens were excluded from thefr markets 
by prohibitory duties, moft of our capital branches of manu- 
fadlures were^then either in their infancy or wholly unknown 
whilft they had the liberty of bringing in their filks, which 
were now proliibiied, and their I’pcns which our linen manu- 
fadlurers were now not afraid of meeting in our market. Not 
to mention that all the connedlion with France was then a 
matter of juft alarm, when from the inclination of the Court 
the moft ferious dread was univerfally prevalent, both for our 
civil and religious liberties; when every well-wifher to both 
knew the danger that furrounded us, and was anxious to pre- 
I'erve the proteilnnt fuccelfion, .^nd refift the claim of the Pre- 
tender to the Throne. Mr. Wilberforce then gave many rea- 
fons why he thought the treaty would be advantageous to this 
country, both in a financial, commercial, and political view, 
adding, that this feemed of all others the moft proper timfe to 
make it, when the French were refolving to exclude our ma- 
nufaftures, and fet them up for themfelves; for we made it 
unlikely that our manufadlurers would go over to their afllft-, 
:ince, by finding them new work at home, and took away 
much of the fpur to French indullry, by fupplying them with 
:)ur articles in a more perfe£k and finilhed ftate than they 
:ould hope at firft to produce by their own efforts, Mr* 
W'ilberforce congratulated alfo every friend to the happinefs 
if mankind, on the permiffion that was novV granted of the 
Free' exercife of the Proteftant religion in tVance, which^ he 
loped, would tend to introduce a fpirit of general toleration 
VoL. XXL G g 
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and good will. He confeffed, however, that th^ moft pkafing 
view he had of the treaty, was in the tendency which he hop- 
ed it would have to check thofe ruinous and deftruftive con- 
tentions between the two countries, by making the prefcrva- 
tion of an harmonious intercourfe the mutual intereil of 
both; not that we ought blindly to ndh into their embraces 
as the right honourable gentleman had laid; he would have 
us hill watchful, but he would have us maintain the caution 
of jealoufy, without the folly and extravagance of ti}at pafli- 
on. Much bad been faid on a former day, of forming al- 
liances, of the balance of power, of its being the policy of 
this country always to fet up itfelf hi oppofition to that hate, 
whatever it might be, which was for the time the leading one 
in Europe. I'his principle, as far as it had been a£ted upon, 
had, he would allow, adminillered to our glory, and made ns 
Iplendid in the page of hiftory ; but he vviflied the country 
and the Houle of Commons would at lengtl) learn tliat im- 
portant leffon, that the greatnefs and happinets of a people 
were not the fame. Imprelled with this truth, it was with [>aiji 
he had heard the right honourable gentleman appeal to tlie 
ambitious feelings of the Houfe the preceding evening, thougli 
he confelTtd the power of his eloquence was fuch, that he 
found it neceffary to keep his principle Ileadily in view, that 
he might not be feduceJ by, it. The true policy of (.neat 
Britain waSj by a flridl: attention to the internal relouices, the 
morals and manners of the people, to endeavour to make her- 
felf at once happy and refpedfable; we ihould attetid to our 
navy, the true fource of our ftrength, and ot the bell: fort 
of llrength, the defen five ; foreign conneflions would otren 
lead us into quarrels, nor were they altogether fo eafy to he 
formed as negociators might flatter themfeives; of this the 
right honourable gentlem.an himfelf might afibrd an example, 
who did not find the fanguine expeflations could he realized, 
which he had excited in the inflance- ot Holland and Arne- 
rica; — and he might alfo be adduced as an inllanco, that al- 
liances or confederacies, or coalitions, or wlialever tiioy might 
be named, between great powers, were not always proiluftive 
of the good elTeffs which had been liopcd from them ; hut to 
be ferious, if the right honourable gentleman’s fvilem had 
made us often reap the laurels of vi6tory, and he fcared and 
looked up to the fields of glory, and the cabinets of princes, 
yet had it not loaded us with 250 millions of debt, had it not 
laid us under the neceffity of abridging of his comforts every 
cottager in the kingdom ; and what were the feelings of the 
poor creature who, with his windows flopped up, with fcarce 
food to eat, or a houfe to live in, by the miferable light of a 
candle he could fcarde afford to burn, w^as to be compenfated 
for all his diftrefs, by reading over a fpeech of the right ho- 
nourable 
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nourahle gentleman, in which* he was dignified by the ho- 
nourable ap|>ellation of the adjufter of the balance of power, 
and guardian of the liberties of Europe? Mr. Wilberforcc 
concluded by obferving, that this was not one of thole quef- 
tions on which gentlemen might fuffer their perfonal predi- 
lections cither for or againft a minifier, to operate in deter- 
mining their vote; it was by far too important a one for mo- 
tives like thele to be attended to. They ihould have no 
weight with him; it was his firm conviClion, that in fopport- 
ing tlie meaiure he was giving an unbialTed I'upport to a pro- 
poll tion which was for the good and happinefs of the country, 
and it gave him particulaii- pleafure to be able to lay, that 
whilll he was adling in conformity with the diftates of his 
own confcience, he was voting agreeable to the general wilhes 
of his conllituents. 

Mr, Flood denied having contradiCled himfelf, and re-flated Flood, 
what his argument had been, in the particulars pounted out, 
as contradictory. With regard to the manufafturers' opinions, 
lie had laid, the evidence they had given on the Irifti propo- 
fi’ions was fuch, as made it perfeClly fair for him to take ad- 
vantage of it, 'and to afllime upon that warrantry, tliat tltfe 
manufacturers did not approve of the treaty. — Tl'ic honour- 
able gentleman aflerted, that tlie manufafturers did i]p[)rove of 
it. \Vliat is that, faid Mr. Flood, but the honourable gen- 
tleman’s aflertion? and it contradiCls mine. The honourable 
gentleman therefore has contradiCled me, but does it follow 
tliat I have contradiCted myfelf? The honourable gentleman 
had complained of his holding a dialogue when there was nei- 
llier of the parties prefent to anfwcr him. He begged to 
know whofc fault that was? He wanted to have the manu- 
facturers at the bar to hear them deliver their opinions, and 
the honourable gentlemen would not let them come. For 
his part, he lliould have been peculiarly happy to havefeen 
the gentlemen, becaufehe had often known an eloquent mem- 
ber of Parliament, in a fine fpeech, fay that for a manufac- 
turer, which he W'ould not when prefent fay for himfeif. 

With regard to the right lionourable gentleman who had made 
the treaty, he had not lent ifira to Paris, and had much ra- 
ther have feen him there, as he knew of nothing fo formid- 
able about his abilities, as to make him at all afraid of cope- 
ing with him. Mr. Flood paid Mr. Wilberforce feme com- 
pliments, but begged that he would not be too prone to charge 
him with contradifting himfeif, and with errors and miftakes; 
and more efpecially when he put his country in contaCt with 
the charge which he thought proper to urge againft hin^. The 
honourable gentleman ((aid Mr. Flood in his conclufion) 
talks as if this treaty was to make man more moral, more re- 
ligious, and more exemplary. Arp we then to expeCl a cargo 
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cf miffionaries from the continent? But if it will increafe 
morality of the people, the religion of the country, the ho- 
neAy of our tradefmen, he fliould indeed fay it was the heft 
treaty that ever was negociated. 

Mr, Fox remarked that he felt the neceffity of rifing to vin- 
dicate himfelf from the infinuations which the honourable 
gentleman oppofite to him (Mr. Wilhei force) had been plcaf- 
eJ to throw out againft him perfonally. With regard to what 
he had Bated concerning the peace with America, he would 
give him the fame anfwer on that fubjeft which - he had al- 
ways done; and this would be a flat denial. With refpeft to 
the negociation with the Dutch, there was any blame to 
be affixed to that meafure, he was willing to take his fliare of 
it, though it had been done with the unanimous confent of 
his MajeAy’s Council. That it failed he did not pretend to 
deny, and its failure (he verily believed) was owing to the 
influence of France. On that fubjedf, however, he would 
fay no more, as he could not fee the local conne£lion be- 
tween it and the French treaty, though the honourable gentle- 
man feemed to confider it as a ftrong argument in his favour. 
That Honourable gentleman had Aatecl, in the meeknefs of 
his naturt, that he dreamt not of power, nor did he wiffl to 
tread the paths of ambition ; but immediately afterwards, he 
has a vifion, which tells him that the navy of Great Britain 
muft be kept up; and then he draws a very afledling pifture 
.of the cliArefles of poor cottagers groaning under the accu- 
mulated weight of taxes. This was, no doubt, a very in- 
genious mode of captivating the vulgar; but he would aik the 
honourable gentleman how the navy was to be fupported 
without taxing the fubjecSl? or how would the vifions of th^ 
honourable gentleman be realized without a great expence to 
thew-nationr But the honourable gentleman has the admirable 
talent of making attacks under the fhield of modeAy, Was 
this country then not in a fituation to take a part in preferv- 
ing the liberties of Europe? Was Aie fo funk in diAreis as to 
confider herfelf inadequate to the prefervation of that to which 
llie owed her exiAence, and her rank among the nations of 
Europe? Did tlie honourable gentleman mean to hold that 
language to the world? For his own part, he would tell the 
pooreA cottager in the kingdom, that he had an intereft in 
the fafety of the Aate, and confequently in the balance of 
the power of Europe. The exiAence of Britain depended ori 
Supporting that balance, for without that ftie could not prof- 
per herfelf; and to the prefervation of the public credit, the 
happinefs of the people muft in fome meafure be facrificed. 
Shameful was the negle<ft which minifters had Aiewn in the 
formation of alliances. Till that unhappy period when we 
,^ere left without ally, we had always fought fuccefsfully. 

Frofla 
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From that, however, hf did not mean to contend that it was 
better to build our hopes on the ftrength of our alliances than 
on the ftrength of our navy. He was aware of the difficulty 
which attended negociations of that nature; but he afferted, 
that minifters were culpable in turning away with impatience 
from any objefl: which they might have attained, had they 
purfued it with perfevering firmnefs. 

Mr. Dundas remarked, that there was fcarcely a fingle ar- 
gument relative to the Ctuation in which this country had 
Itood for many years back with refpeft to the "other powers, 
that he was not ready to adopt ; but he muft call upon the 
right honourable gentlen'van for an explanation in what man^ 
ner thofe arguments could be brought to bear upon the pre- 
fent treaty. He could not fee what relation they had to it, 
being fully fatisfied that there was nothing in the treaty, 
which in the fmalleft degree tended to throw a difficulty ei- 
ther in the way of this country’s taking any political part 
againft France which ftie thouglit proper, or of entering into 
an alliance with any other power. What was the treaty 
but a meafure calculated to enable her to circulate the 
manufactures of her own artizans in ten times a greater de- 
gree than ever ftie could do heretofore, by ope^iing to her 
one of the rnoft extenfive markets in the world ; and in doing 
fo, whejre was the danger ? Her own market ftie was fure of, 
and whatever might he faid of the probability of its being 
wrefted out of her hands by France having the power of im- 
porting her manufactures, the high protecting duties rendered 
fucli a matter impracticable. Mr. Dundas declared, that the 
proportion in which the commerce of the country would be 
jnoreafed was beyond all conception ; thus, inftead of the 
Britifti capital being, as the honourable member had dated 
on Monday, conveyed to France, and there lodged, to the 
great inconvenience of Great Britain in cafe of a fuddeii 
war, it would be turned much oftener than before, and the 
profits would be multiplied and increafed in proportion. The 
honourable gentleman who had ftarted the difficulty which he 
had juft mentioned, had in the courfe of his fpecch objefted 
two different ways, and he* wiflied him therefore to reconcile 
the cootradiClion. He had talked of the Britifti capital being 
conveyed into French hands in one part of his fpeech, and 
of the Britifti glafs manufactory and cotton manufactory be- 
ing nearly ruined in confequence of the duties upon the im- 
portation of thofe articles from France being too low to pro- 
teCl pur manufactories, Mr. Dundas contended, that it was 
wife in this country during a time of peace to take aclvan- 
.tage of the circumftance, and by extending our commerce 
,to fill the cofFers of the State, He commended the good 
jfenfe of an argument on Monday night, when a right ho- 
nourable 
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nourabic gentleman (Mr. Grenville) had recommended an 
alliance with her own manufafturers as the beft alliance 
which Great Britain could form, and that moft likely to ena- 
ble, her to he ready for war, whenever war fhould be inevi- 
table. He flioulcl not be afraid of faying to a French mini- 
fler, If you want to make war with this country, begin 
when you pleafe and wliere you pleafe ; if in the Eaft, you 
will find an army ready and a full treafury j the fame in 
tlie Weft, and the fame hi Europe.’* In fa£V, the point 
Great Britain (hould now aim at, was to reduce her debt and 
fill her coffers ; ftie would then he able to fubfidize allies and 
fuftaiii the charge of every needfubpreparation. 

Mr. Pov/ys. Mr. Povjy^ rofe to explain the points of his former fpeech, 
' which had been animadverted upon by Mr. Dundas. He faid, 

he had rifen at fo late an hour on Monday, that he had 
barely ftated the outlines of the matters which firuck him 
upon the treaty, Mr. Pow^ys then recapitulated what he had 
laid relative to the injury which he feared the glafs and cot- 
tort manufafSlories would fuftain, and his doubt whether a 
great part of the Britifh capital would not he transferred over 
to France, and upon a fudden emergency be felt as a mate- 
rial inconvenience by this country. In anfvver to Mr. Wil- 
berforce’s addrefs to him as a country gentleman, Mr. Powys 
laid, the country gentleman who fliould govern his public 
condu6t by mere confiderations of private intereft, was a mi- 
ferable animal indeed: no imprelfion arifmg from the cir- 
cumftance of the land tax being 4s. in the pound, or even 
more, fhould induce him to vote, upon a matter of great 
public importance, differently from W’hat he confeientioufly 
believed would be moft for the good of the country; it was 
upon that impulfe that he had voted againft the refolution of 
Monday, and the fame motive w’^ould diredl his vote that 
night. 

Ur. Drake* Mr. Drake coiifefTed, that he felt himfelf difpofed on all 
occafions to give his fupport to the executive government, 
when he fuppofed that their intentions were good. On the 
prefen t occafion he was convinced tiiat they ailed from the 
pureft patriotifm ; and that if in the courfe of the inveftjga- 
tion of the bufinefs they fhould find it againft the interefts 
of their country to enter into a commercial alliance with 
France, they would recede from the propofition. However 
he might vote on the occafion, he begged to be tmderftood, 
that he did not pledge himfelf to give his concurrence to the 
final queftion. The treaty of Utrecht, he obferved, had un- 
dergone the fame kind of difculfipn with the prefent, and it 
was at laft thrown out on the motion for the ingroffment of 
the bill. He concluded wutli exclaiming, Bl^fled are th^ 
peacc-^makers and the pccice-prejervcrs,^^ 
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Mr. AlJerman JVatfon rofe to fiiy a few words upon the Mr. AIJ, 
commercial treaty, and principally to call the attention of 
the Committee to the Hate ot our trade. In the year 1677 
we had but one vefTel with lingering fails, a fjiigle folitary 
bottom, that went to the Baltic; in 1786 we had feveral 
hundred fail, with a vaft number to (yreenland ; Mr. Watfori 
commented on this difference, and argued that it proved in 
liow flourifhing a ftate the trade ot this country now was, 
and that it at the fame time ihevved, how cautious we fliould 
he in taking any Hep which might affe6l it. The alderman 
lliggeHed that France and i^merica were in connexion, and 
that the latter fent her produce to France and was fupportcd 
from France; France therelore, hy tlie commercial treaty 
with Great Britain, might enable herfelf to fulfill all her 
American commiffions at the expence of Kritifla credit. He 
declared, that this was a ierions confuleration, and although 
he generally voted w’ ith the right lionourahle gentleman at 
the head of the treafury, the right honourable gentleman 
muH excufe liim, if on a bufinefs ot fo much importance he 
thought the matter merited more than common att^ention, 
and when voted as upon deliberation appeared to be inoft 
beneficial to the country. 1 

Mr. fpoke in explanation, and declared that he Mr. Orakr. 

fliould vote pro bono publico, 

Mr. Hufpy profeffed to have been n good deal impreffed 
with the fa£l Hated hy Mr. Alderman Wntfon relative to the 
violent contraft between the lituation of our trade to the 
Baltick and the North feas in 1677 and 1786. He recom- 
mended the confideration of that fa£l, and of the reft of the 
worthy alderman’s fpeech, to the lerious attention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Hufl'ey declared, that he 
had heard a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Flood) witli 
great pleafure, but he believed that his ftatement of the ex- 
ceeding of tlie exports over our imports was not put quite 
fo ftrongly for the right honourable gentleman’s argument as 
it ought to have been; for inftead of two out of tliirty-tvvo 
it was fcarcely two out ot torty-ftve. Mr. Huftey laid, that 
he fliould vote ngainft the treaty, becaufe he feared that it 
would produce evil and not advantage to the country. 

Mr, Fox ohfcrved, that the circumftance which was very Mr* 
natural to happen, had arifen from the riglit honourable 
gentleman’s fo properly declining to make any Ipeech ; afiJ 
the debate bad proceeded foldy on the general merits of tlie 
treaty, without a fingle word’s having been faid to the parti- 
cular queftiori before the Committee. lie would therefore 
bring forward an amendment which would go to the quellioii 
immediately, and this was, to add, as part ot the relolutior., 

that it was the opinion of the Committee that the duti. s 

Qll 
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** on the importation of Portugal wines fliould at the famo 
** lime he lowered one third.” This, Mr. Fox obferved, would , 
' be an elFedluat means of preferving the Methuen treaty in 
full force, fo far as it related to our part of the obligation, 
and would enable government more advantageoufly to nego- 
tiate the pending treaty with Portugal. Mr. Fox declared 
the propolltion was fo felf«evident, that he faw not any 
ground on which it was ohje61ionable ; but he was ptepared 
to debate it either then, or, as it was fo late an hour, the next 
day, if the right honourable gentleman and the Committee 
thought proper. He added, that as the Committee had not 
regularly before them any information that a treaty was 
pending, or what Hate it was in, it the more became them 
to convince Portugal, and all Europe, that their wifh* was to 
continue the Methuen treaty. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt exprefled his doubts, whether ifi point 
ccilo] ritt. of order, when they were confidering of a commercial treaty 
with France, and proceeding to vote refolutions, fignifying 
theit intention to fulfil! the conditions of the treaty and carry 
them into execution, they could take cognizance of a refo- 
lution re£pe6ling the wines' of Portugal ; hut, putting the 
point of order out of the qucfiion, he did not tliink that a 
proper moment to take up the conficleration of the Portugal 
wines. He had before told the Honfe that a negociation for 
the redrefs of grievances was pending with Portugal, and 
that negociation was, he hoped, in a fair way to be fooii 
brought to a conclufion; at leaft it wore a favourable afpe(5\, 
and no denial to treat had been given. As foon as news ar- 
rived of its being concluded, he fliould propofe the neceflary 
refolation to the Houfe; hut fuppofing that the negociation 
was not brought to an end before the bill paffed, that it would 
be necefliiry to carry the commercial treaty with France into 
execution, a circLimfiance by no means impoflihle. In that 
cafe he fliould think it'his duty to propofe to lower the du- 
ties on Portugal wines for fuch a period, as might reafona- 
bly be thought fufficient for the negociation with the court 
of Li (bon to be brought to a termination in ; but if, what 
lie trnfled and hoped would not happen, viz. that the court 
of Lifbon would not redrefs the grievances complained of, 
and refufed to continue to preferve the fpirit of the Methuen 
treaty, in that cafe he ihoujd propofe to Parliament to think 
of putting the wines of Portugal upon ec|ual' duties wuh 
thofe to be paid on the importation of French wines. Having 
declared this, the Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, he would 
leave ta the hreafls of the Committee to' decide whether 
the amendment Ihould be debated or not. 

Mr. Fax denied that the objedtion in point of order .could 
hold out a moment. The treaty exprefsly meniioned the re- 
fer ve 


Mr. Fox. 



A. 1787. DEBATES. ajj 

ferve in favour of Portugal wines, and confequenlly nothing 
could, be more flridly regular than to notice them at the 
fame time that the refolution relative to the wines of France 
was voted. Mr. h'ox took notice of the candid explanation 
which the right honourable gentleman had given of his in- 
tentions, but neverthelefs thought it ought to be fully dif- 
cufled, and as it was fo late an hour, he v^ouU propofe that 
the debate be adjourned. 

Mr. Grenville faid, that the right honourable gentleman Wr. Grcuf 
had difculTed his motion in ivhat he bad remarked concern- 
ing it ; unneceffary, therefore, was it , after the explanation 
which his right honouraMe friend had given, to proceed any 
farther upon it for the prcfent. 

Mr. Fox ridiculed this idea and obferved, that he had only Mr. Fox- 
given his reafons that an adjournment was necelTary, as the 
amendment which he had to propofe was likely to occafion 
fome debate. He adverted to the motion which had been car- 
ried for an adjournment after the fpeech of his honourable 
friend (Mr. Sheridan). It was now a later hour, and if the 
queftion of adjournment fliould be oppofed, he Ihould con- 
iider it as a violation of decorum, and a mark of difrefpedt 
to his fide of the Houfe. 

Mr. Sheridan obferved, that the right honourable gentle- Mr. Shc- 
man’s (Mr. Grenville) argument went farther than the mere rid"*, 
queftion of adjournment ; he even faid, ‘‘ I am not only 
“ againft an adjournment, but I am alfo againft any farther 

debate on the fubjedl of the queftion.” The amendment 
ofhis right honourable friend was undoubtedly fuch as would 
occafion a confiderable difagreement of opinion, he would 
therefore move for an adjournment, as he conceived it im» 
probable the debate fliould be finiflied that night. 

The Committee divided on the queftion of adjournment. 

Ayes, 76 — Noes, 91 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt’s original refolution was then put and 
carried. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday f t6th February. 

The honoMTsktW Thomas Pelham moved, that the order of Mi. Pel- 
the day for the Houfe to refolve itfelf into a Committee of 
the whole Houfe to confider farther of the feveral articles of 
charge of high crimes and mifdemeanors againft Warring 
Haftings, Efq. late governor general of Bengal, be now read: 
and the faid order being read accordingly, Mr. Pelham mo- 
ved to difeharge the order, which being agreed to, he next 
moved, that the Houfe ihould refolve itfelf into a Commie^ 
tee for the laid oa the enfuiog Thurfday. 
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Mr. Chancellor Pitt wiflied to have it underftood that he 
gave his aflent bn the condition the order ftioulcl be farther 
(lifcharged, provided it ftiould happen that the bufinefs in 
which the Houfe had been for two days engaged^ and which 
related to the commercial treaty with France, /hould not 
be liniflied by Thurfday. 

Mn Fox defired the right honourable gentleman to explain 
what he meant by the bufinefs, and how far the idea ex- 
tended, ■ ^ 

Mr. Chanopllor Pitt anfwered, that he meant that all the 
refolutions to be moved /hould have pafled the Committee, 
been reported and agreed to by the Houfe previous to any 
interruption from other public bufinefs. 

Mr. Sheridan contended, that the charges againft Mr. Haf- 
tings were undoubtedly matters of infinite feiioufnefs and 
importance, and ought not to be fet afide as fecondary con- 
fiderations. He begged the Houfe to recollect, that fome- 
thing was due from them to Mr. Haftings, whofe charafter, 
and whatfoever could prove dear to him, was at flake, and 
whofe 'feelings therefore ought not to be fported with by 
wanton ajid unnecefTary delay. 

Mr. Pelham moved, “ That Sir Elijah Impey and Mr. 

Middleton do attend the Committee on Tuefday next.^' 

Mr. Dundas obferved, that if any ferious procedure was 
defigned to take place agaiufl Sir Elijali Impey, tlie Houfe 
ought to be informed of its nature before their. confent to 
any fuch motion was expefled. 

Mr. Pilham replied, that a very ferious proceeding was in- 
tended againft Sir Elijah ; but he wanted the attendance of 
Sir Elijah and Mr. Middleton on Tueiday, merely to afk 
them fome neceflliry quellions relative to the revolutions in 
Farruckabad. 

Mr. Chancellor P/tf faid, he believed fo; hut that he, for 
one, had but very few queflions to put to them. 

The order for the attendance of Sir Elijah and Mr. Mid- 
dleton was agreed to. 

The order of the day being read for the Houfe to refolve 
itfelf into a Commiittee of the whgle Houfe, to confider 
farther of fo much of His Majefly^s moft gracious fpeech to 
both Houfes of Parliament, upon the 23d day of January laft, 
as relates to the treaty of navigation and commerce between 
His Majefty and the Moll Chriflian King ; 

Mr. Fox remarked, that he was now refolved to fubmit 
to the iuvefligation of the Houfe the queflion which, on 
the preceding evening, he had lieen prevented from intro- 
ducing,^,ia a manner much more extraordinary than any in- 
tetruption ^hich, during the eighteen years of his having 
enjoyed a feat in Parliament, he recolleded' to have experi- 
enced. 
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enced. If he might take the ’liberty of prefling his own 
opinion upon the Houfe, he lliould unequivocally declare, 
that with this particularly important queftion their reputation 
and their dignity were clofely interwoven. The queftion 
was at the fame time fo intimately connefted with that part 
of the treaty with France then under deliberation, that it 
was impoflible to pafs it by, and not to come to its confi- 
deratioii, without manifefting a difregard to Portugal little 
fhort of a diredl affront. He had been much blamed in the 
debate of the preceding day, and defcribed as a perfon pecu- 
liarly fond of talking ot alliances with foreign courts, of trea- 
ties, and of negociationsv that he was addidled to fall into 
that vein of debate, unlefs when it was necelTarily and una- 
voidably conne6led with his fubjeft, he was not himfelf 
aware, nor did he believe that this was really the fadl ; but 
how fubjecSls, in which negociations, treaties and alliances 
with foreign courts were involved, and with which thofe 
matters were infeparably conne£led, could be properly, or 
rather could be at all diicuffed without a reference to thofe 
topics, he was at a lofs to conjedture, unlefs that Houfe were 
to take the advice given by an honourable gentleman, ‘and no 
longer to confider themfelves as politicians : that atlvice not 
happening to fnit with his notion of the duty of a member 
of Parliament, he, for one, muft beexcufed if he continued 
to think, that it became him, and every gentleman entitled 
to a feat within thofe walls, to confider himfelf as a politi- 
cian, and to direfl his opinions accordingly. He l^ad thought 
it necefTary to premife thus much, becaufe he was afraid that 
he muft now, once more, incur the cenfure which had been 
caft on him the day before, and again make mention of thofe 
topics which it had been faid he was too much inclined to 
talk upon. The fubjedl to which he meant to draw the at- 
tention of the Houfe was the referve made in the feventh ar- 
ticle of the treaty of navigation and commerce with France 
in favour of our connedlion with Portugal under the Me- 
thuen treaty. The Committee had the preceding night come 
to a refolution to lower the duties on the wines of France 
on importation into this country ; it appeared to him then 
to be highly and indifpenfably neceflary, that the fecond part 
of that refolution ftiould be a refolution to lower the wines 
of Portugal to that reduflion at which they were intended 
to ftand, provided the Methuen treaty was to continue and 
things to go on as they had done from the time of concluding 
that treaty in the year 1703. Mr. Fox direfled all his argu- 
ments to prove the indifpcntahle neceflity that he had ftated, 
and to convince the Houfe, that if they did not come to the 
refolution then, they indicated a negligence refpedling the 
continuance of the connexion of the two kingdoms zander 

H h it the 
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the Methuen treaty, and an indifFercnce to the commerciai 
benefit thence derived reciprocally to both countries. He 
profefled himfelf aware that it had been contended that the 
Methuen treaty bound Portugal only, and that it was op- 
tional in Great Britain to take the wines of Portugal or not : 
this he knew others contradiiSted, and maintained that we 
were bound to take the wines of Portugal on low duties, as 
much as Portugal was bound to admit our woollen cloths. 
But in whichever point of view it was coiifidered, the ad- 
vantages of the Methuen treaty had been fo great, that we 
fhouM in the moft unwife and impolitic manner, if we 
did not take every ftep on our part' to convince Portugal that 
we Were defirous of continuing the conneftion. — He had ne- 
ver been fond of that mode of arguing which deemed exports 
again and imports a lofs; but admitting for the moment 
and for the fake of argument that this was the true way of 
judging, in the cafe of Portugal the argument fo managed 
was ftrong in favour of our adhering to the Methuen treaty. 
Our imports from Portugal confifted of brazil, cotton, of 
oil, of 4yiJ^g drugs, of fait to fait our filli with, and of other 
articles without which we could not poffihly contrive to go 
on as a commercial country ; #f therefore imports were a 
lofs, they were a lofs in this particular that we could not 
poflibly do without fuftaining. If our connexion with Por- 
tugal was put a flop to, we muft go and purchafe our lofs at 
another market ; for the articles of out imports from Portu- 
gal, as he had before flated, were What we muft at any rate 
procure. On the other hand, our export trade to Portugal 
was a moft valuable trade: it amounted to near a million 
annually, and was otherwife precious to us, becaufe the com- 
modities now exported to Portugal were faleable in no other 
market. The PorUiguefe,’ he underftood, took from us tlie 
whole produce of a woollen manufadure in York/hire j he 
knew not the name of the cloths, but it was an undeniable 
fa£f , that the confumption of Portugal was equal to the 
whole produce of the manufaftory in queftlon, and that the 
woollens were faleable no vvhere elfe. This rhen alone was 
an important conflderation ; but added tb this, Portugal an- 
nually bought a very confiderable quantity of fait fiflij ano- 
ther commodity for the fale of which we could find no other 
market. Formerly there was another 'very confiderable ex- 
port, an export of corn to Portugal, but that had lately 
dwindled to nothing, which be imputed to bur ih’crcafed 
home confumption. He was aware, that the fait filh carried 
to Portugal was convened thither not under any agreement 
or ftipulatiotl' in the Methuen treaty, but under the ebndi- 
tions of anterior treaties, and therefore it might be fair to 
fiippofe that if the Methuen treaty was put an end to, wo 
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ftill had a right to expeSt that’ the faith of anterior treaties 
fhould be complied with. He entered here, however, into 
a feries of arguments, to fliew the poffibility of the putting 
an end to the Methuen treaty being confidered by Portlig'al 
as a reparation in toto from all connexion in this country, ta- 
king care to guard this dodlrine by an explicit declaration that 
Portugal liad derived fuch advantages from her conneflion 
with Great Britain, and muft necelTarily be fo ferious a lofer, 
by giving up all pretence to her protedlion, that if, by a la^* 
mentable ftate of perverfenefs, of the influence of bad ad- 
vice, file fliould be induced to break all connexion with 
us, and rilk her fafety fti the beft bargain ihe could make 
with her neighbouring continental powers, flie would do the 
moft rafti, moft unadvifed, and the moft abfurd a6k ,that ever 
a country, fituated like Portugal, could commit. At the 
fame time it was to be remembered, that greatly as the ba- 
lance of advantage derived from the connedlion under the 
Methuen treaty, was in favour of Portugal, Great Britain 
would feel no inconfiderable inconvenience from the lofs even 
of luch an ally as Portugal. What our commercial difad- 
vantage would be, he had ftated in enumerating the fpecies, 
and mentioning the value of our exports to Portugal. Our 
political difadvantage might alfo be ferious. In cafe of a 
war with the Houfe of Bourbon, we Ihould feel (perhaps fe- 
verely feel) the want of fome friendly port from Gotten- 
burgh, now a French port, down to Gibraltar. Thefe 
were not ideal inconveniencies, and rafh as it would be 
in Portugal, to put us into fuch a fituation, we could not 
but thence lament the lofs of fuch an ally. 

Again muft he repeat, and prefs moft carneftly upon the 
confideration of the Houfe, that all the too fanguine fup- 
porters of the treaty fhould confider the relative fituation of 
England and Portugal. For near a century back, i^n alliance 
of mutual, though he would not fay of equal convenience, 
had fubftfted between them. The connedtion, he was ready 
to acknowledge, was more neceflary to Portugal than it was 
to England, confidered in a political point of view. She al- 
lowed us great commercial advantages in return for protec- 
tion. Such is the condition, and fuch the politics of the Eu- 
ropean potentates, that the weaker ftates muft court the al- 
liance of the more powerful. Now was it not highly pro- 
bable, that our condudl might induce the Portnguefe to re- 
that tliey are near neighbours to Spain, and that they 
are no longer natural enemies; that nature intended them to 
fupply each otheris wants, and to exchange commodities for 
their reciprocal benefit ? This, at leaft, might as well be faid 
of* Portugal and Spain, as of France and England; and 
might induce Portugal blindly to throw herfelf into the arms 
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of Spain, and to add her balance to the already predonderat- 
ing weight of the Houfe of Bourbon. Thus fliould we not 
only lofe the benefits we may derive from an alliance with 
Portugal, but have her in the fcale againft us. Nothing 
could more tend to exafperate, and move her to in this 
manner, than the prefeiit conducSl of Minifters^ The pride 
and dignity of Portugal, as an independent kingdom, had 
been wounded by them. No perfon in this Houfe was more 
an advocate for adting with vigour towards foreign ftates 
than he was; but he confefled that he thought this rigid tone 
niight be aHumed with more honour and juftice towards 
other ftates than Portugal. Not IdAg ago we were blamed by 
all Europe for our infplencc; and he was forry to find, that 
wefhould not he acquitted of tlie exercife of that vice, but 
merely commended for our crcumfpedlion, tow'ards whom we 
put it in pradtice. If we thought proper to retain our ftile 
of haughtinefs, it ought to be our old rivals and equals in 
power that we fliould talk to in that manner, and not to a 
fuborilinate and, in refpedl to us, a very defencelefs people; 
that wa^s far from l)eing the condudl or the principle of a 
brave and generous nation. 

Mr. Fox contended, that if the Houfe did not inftrudl the 
Committee to come to an immediate refolution, that the 
duties on the wines of Portugal fliould be lowered one 
third,” they, in fadi, broke the Methuen treaty, or at leaft 
departed from its fpirit and meaning — intimated to Portugal a 
ground of doubt as to their intention of not ultimately com- 
plying with the Methuen treaty, and, in fadf, for the mo- 
inent paid France a compliment at the expence of Portugal, 
by holding it out to all the world, that during the courfe of 
their proceedings France was preferred, and her interefts firft 
attended to. Suppofe, faid Mr. Fox, that the Queen of Por- 
tugal were to publifh an edidt, prohibiting the importation of 
our woollens into her dominions, would this country think 
that an handfome thing towards them, or that it dignified 
their ground for renewing a negotiation? In like manner let 
them feel for Portugal ; if the Methuen treaty be not recog- 
nized without delay, it is virtually broken, becaufe the du- 
ties on the wines of Portugal (as far as the ultimate intention 
of the legiflature is to he collefted fr®m a refolution of the 
Houfe of Commons) appear to ftand on the fame footing as 
the duties on the wines of France; and if they adtually 
were left to ftand on that footing, every gentleman knows it 
would be a diredi violation of the Methuen treaty : and great 
indeed was the dilFerence between recognizing the condition 
of tile Methuen treaty primarily and fecondarily, or in other 
words, by a refolution antecedent to the feilding the bill (to 
be brz>iiglit- in upon the refolutiohs come to in the Com- 

mittee) 
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mittee) up to the Houfe of Lords, or by a refolution after- 
wards. But what, he contended, was the ftrongeft argument 
to induce the Houfe to afl in the manner he had advifed, 
was their not having before them in the parliamentary form 
any grounds whatever to lead to fufpend an adl of expreffive 
readinefs on their part to manifeft their defire to comply with 
the Methuen treaty. They had indeed heard of negotiations 
pending with Portugal, and they had heard of grievances 
complained of, but they knew not the grievances, nor the 
lit nation and circumftances of the pending negotiations. 

They knew not that the cpmplaints of grievance were even 
juftly founded, and therefore as a Houfe of Parliament they 
had no grounds whatever to induce them to aft otherwife 
than as if no negotiation whatever was pending, nor any 
complaints of grievances exifting. Mr. Fox concluded with 
moving, 

That it be an inftruftion to the faid Committee, that 
they do, in the firft place, proceed to confider of reducing 
the duties upon wines direftly imported from Portugal 
into Great Britain, fo that fuch wines may pay no*higher 
“ duties than two thirds of the duties to be impofed upon 
wines imported directly from France.’* 

Sir Grey Cooper remarked, that the bafis of the treaty in Sir Grey 
1703 was the taking ofF a prohibition of the woollen goods Cooper, 
of (ireat Britain, which had fuhlifted for nineteen years. 

The Queen fignified by her Miriifter (Mr. Methuen), that 
it would be very agreeable to her if the woollen clothvS and 
the reft of the woollen manufaftures of Britain might be ad- 
mitted into Portugal. Mr. Methuen had the addrefs and the 
good fortune to prevail on Portugal to comply with this re- 
<|ueft. Tlie King of Portugal engaged to admit for ever 
hereafter into Portugal the woollen cloths and the reft of the 
woollen manufaftures of Britain, as was accuftomed until 
they were prohibited by the laws — -upon this exprefs con- 
dition, that at no time, whether there be peace or war be- 
tween Britain and France, any thing more fhould he de- 
manded for the wines of Portugal by the name of cuftom or 
duty when imported into Britain, tlian what flioulJ be de- 
manded for the like quantity or meafure of French, dedtift- 
ing or abating one third part of the cuftom or duty. This 
was a boon given by England to Portugal, for the moll valu- 
able con fiderat ion of the admiffion of our woollens. T. here 
were two conditions ; one on the part of Portugal, that fhe 
would for ever admit our woollen manufa 61 :ures non aliter 
quam fieri folebat antequam inter dicer entur^ The condition to 
be performed on our part was very carefully and anxioufly 
worded* It had been already ftated but at the dole of the 
fecond article^ wiiich contains the whede of this conditron, 
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there were thofe important words in the Original treaty.: 
^od Ji quando hac veSfigalium immimtio prout proefertur f add- 
enda quovts modo attentahitur ipjique dcrogabitur jus fafque eritm 
Sacra majejlatl Lujitania laneos pannos cateraque Britamica 
xantficia rurfus interdlcere* This contradl had redounded to 
the immenfe advantage of this kingdom for a longer courfe 
of time, and by a more favourable balance, a greater accre- 
tion of wealth than we owed to any other treaty. By the 
encouragement and extenfion of our ftaple manufafture, by 
the augmentation of the capital of the value of the lands, and 
the increafe of the (hipping and ^feamen, which was para- 
mount to all other confiderations. 

Amount of exports to Portugal. 

V alue. 

In 1783, 5 S 9 >oool‘ 

84, 471,000 

85> 770,000 

86, 599,000 

Imports for the fame periods. 

In 178^, ' 522 , 0001 . 

84, 370,000 

85, 428,000 

86, 469,000 

In the laft year we imported 2,094,000 pounds of cotton 
wooh valued at 6i,oooJ. This was a moll precious and 
effential article to the fineft cotton manufaflures; 

And, in the year 1785, 1,629,000 pounds, valued at 
47,oool., efpecially as France had lately laid five pence per 
pound on cotton exported from France, the prime coft of 
which was not more than eleven pence or one Ihilling. 

Salt for fillieries, - - 23,8831b. 

Fruit, to the value of - 21,642 1 . 

Indigo ----- 17,000 

Dying drugs, about - 3,000 

Skins, about - - - - 4,000 
Tobacco - - - . - - 4,070 
Oil ----- - 43,000 

The account of the importation of filli fron;i Newfound- 
land into Portugal was not ftated with any accuracy or pre- 
cifion in the flateof the trade in 1772 and 1773. 

There was one article of 570,000 quintals of baccalas im- 
ported from Oporto in 1772, but not dillinguifhed whether 
it was in Britilh or American veflels. 

In 1773 were only 31 quintals of baccalas Im^rtad 
into Oporto, and 80,000 quintals of filli into Lilbon from 
America. The remark at the clofe of the Hate of the trade 
in 1785 was very extraordinary, and was manifeftly calcu- 
lated to depreciate value of the Methuen treaty. It was 

a remark 
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a remark more proper to be inferted in a pamphlet than in an 
account* 

The value of the ftfli from Newfoundland in that year 
•amounted to io4)OOoL in value, which, SJr Grey believed 
and lioped, was much under the average value of fifli im*^ 
ported from Newfoundland into Portugal* 

He obferved, that this great treaty was at that moment in 
much pttril and jeopardy. 'I'he condition on our part was 
on the point of being broken : it flood on the edge of a pre- 
ci|)ice; but the right lionourable gentleman laid, that we 
need not be alarmed, as there was a power referved toTavc 
tlie breach of the condition ; hut that it was not confiftent 
with good policy that it be now executed, becaufe certain 
cv)m plaints of infra^Hons of the condition on the part of 
Portugal were now in agitation, and that freflx reinonftrauces 
had been lately made to the Court of Lifbon on thofe 
grievances. In a former debate he had conjured the right 
honourable gentleman to execute the power now, and to let 
the reduftioii of tlxe Portugal wine go pari pafju with the 
boon given to French wine; and that commilfari^s be ap- 
pointed to confuler, and, if poflible, to fettle the^grievances 
and complaints oT the merchants, within a time to he limited; 
and it feemed that this condu6t was the wifell, for this plain 
reafon, tliat if the Court of Portugal conftrued this reduc- 
tion of the duty on French wines to th(? level with the dutv 
now demanded on thofe of Portugal a breach of the 
condition on our part, or fuch a derogation from the true 
I'pirit of it as jullified her in prohibiting the woollens of 
Great Britain, there was*an end of the Methuen treaty, and 
all the negotiation about redrefs of grievances was extin- 
giiillxed andTell to the ground, until we could again obtain 
the confent of Portugal to renew it, which might not, per- 
haps, be brought about on terms fo advantageous as 'we had at 
prefent* He doubted much, if this fliould unfortunately 
happen, whctlier we fliould find any thing in the French 
treaty to replace their lofs. This had liappened before. In 
the firfl: year of the reign of James IL the prohibition of 
French goods, ena£led in 1678, expired; and in one of,, the 
firll adds of the firfl fefllon a duty of 81 . per ton was laid on 
French wine, and 12I. per ton on Spanifli and all other 
wines. When the trade was opened with France, and that 
adl pafTed, the import of Portugal wines fell from 12,000 to 
300, and the French wines increafed from nothing to 13,000. 
This appeared by an account prefented to the Houfe ofConi- 
mons from the Infpedlor GeneraPs office in 1713* That un- 
fortunate Prince was, during his whole reign, diredled, as it 
were, by a fpirit of dementation; and as a right honourable 
gentleman well obferved the preceding day, he lubmilted to 
' VoL, XXL 1 i be 
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be the Have of France, that he might ruin the religion and 
conftitution of England, and Sii John Maynard would not have 
furvived the commerce, as well as the law of the land, if 
King William had not come to deliver both. Under all thele 
circumftances he could not avoid forming a moft anxious 
wiih that the Committee would not withhold their fgpport 
from this necelTary propofition p and the rather, becaufe its 
manifeft tendency was to place the itianufadiurers, much in- 
terelled in the fate of this treaty, upon a fecure footing, and 
yet leave the llipulaiions in the French treaty totally unpre- 
judiced. ' 

Mr. Chan- Chancellor Pitt obferved, that he believed that he 

icUorPitt. fhould not experience any great difHculty in placing within 
contracted limits the foie reply which, in his humble opinion, 
jt was neceffary for him to give to the right honourabl^e geri^ 
tleman, and the only reafons which he felt it incumbent on 
him to aflign for meeting the motion with a direCl negative, 
fince the right honourable gentleman had chofen to r;epeat fo 
many arguments already fufficiently difeufled and anfwered 
during the courfe of preceding debates. In the firft place, 
he would ky out of the confideratiou all which ilic right 
honourable gentleman had faid relative to the pretended con- 
YieClion betw^een what it might be proper to do with refpeft 
to Portugal, and the reiblution which the Committee had 
. already voted conc^^ining the future rate of duties on the 
wines of France two conliderations, in fadl and in 
truth, having nothing to do "with each other, but being to- 
tally diflindf and fepaiate. To the next divifionof the right 
honourable gentleman’s arguments, he was ready t.o fubferibe; 
hut, in doing that, he meant to be underftood as referring tp 
the concliifion only ; as to the premifes he laid in his claim 
to differ; for, although he had no manner of objeClign to 
admit that the trade of Great Britain w^ith Portugal was va- 
luable, and a matter deferving of very fcrious attention, he 
was by no means willing to allow that the right honourable 
gentleman had been corredl, and founded in his flateraent of 
the extent and amount of the value of that commerce. On 
the contrary, he very greatly queftioned the authenticity of 
the right honourable gentleman’s fiatement, and fo far from 
believing it to be by any means a fair account of the matter, 
fie had every reafon to imagine that it w^as grofsly exaggera- 
ted/ Here he would juft mention, that although he thought 
the Methuen treaty, a treaty the exiftehce of which it was 
every way defirable to have continued; yet, if it fhould hap- 
pen, (as he hoped and trufted it would not) that Portugal 
^roke with us ei>tirely as to that treaty, a great part of our 
jtrade with Portugal-depended on agreements and treaties en* 
^ered unto anterior tQ fhe Methuen tpaty. Among pthey 

articles 
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articles of our trade with Portugal, the fait fifli trade was of 
this defcription; and furely gentlemen would not contend, 
that if it fliould unfortunately be the ultimate fate that 
Great Britain and Portugal could not agree as to a continu- 
ance of the Methuen treaty^ that therefore Portugal was 
abfolved from a due performance of adls of ftipulaLion con- 
cluded many years antecedent to the Methuen treaty* He 
trould not well account for the right honourable gentleman’^ 
having, in fo extraordinary away, ami under fuch peculiar 
circumftances as the country flood in with Portugal at this 
time^ touched upon one part of the fubjeft in the manner 
that he had done* Thi>t he did it with a view to encourage 
Portugal to imagine there was any defcription of perfons in 
this country who weie of opinion that Die would be 
juftified in a grofs violation of her natural faith, he did not 
believe, nor would he fuggefl an imputation of fo unbeco- 
ming a nature ; but whether he had meanf to delude the 
people of England inco an idea that Great Britain wair 
more obliged to Portugal than Portugal was obliged to Great 
Britain, (the very reverfe of which, in the extremeft de- 
gree, was nofbriouily the fa 61 ) or wlietlier he hftd ufed it 
merely as a fophiftry for the purpofe of the momewt, he 
could not decide, but a more palpable miflatement had 
fcarcely ever been given. The Ghancellor of the Exche- 
quer next remarked, that he was led at laft to the only part 
of the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech which he thought 
in any degree called for an anfvver; and that was the right 
honourable gentleman’s bold declaration, that the Houfe had 
no grounds before them upon which they could refl any 
thing like a knowledge that a negotiation was pending with 
the Court of Portugal upon a complaint of grievances which 
that country had a right to expedl: to fee redreffed. Was it 
poflible that fuch an argument could be ferioufly maintained 
after he had more than once, and efpecially the preceding 
evening. Hated to the Houfe in expreis terms, that fuch a 
negotiation was going on, and tliat the grievances, which 
furely no man would fay, had never been heard of beloie, 
were of great weight and ferioufnefs, and fuch as no govern- 
ment could fuffer to remain unnoticed, while it was confeious 
that the Methuen treaty was pundually complied with ou 
our part* Far was he from fufpedling that the right honour- 
able gentleman meant any thing perfonal to him, or could 
defign in that fenTe to infinuate fo foul a fufpicion ; but, par^ 
liamentarily fpeaking, furely he had a right to claim, even 
from that right honourable gentleman, fo much confidence, 
and credit on behalf of the executive government, when he 
afferted, in his place, that a negotiation was going on with 
the Court of Liibon, from a complaint of a noiveompliancc 

I i a . • with 


HX 



PARLIAMENTARY A. 

with the Methuen treaty, and -that he had every realbn to 
believe it would be happily and Ipeedily terminated, Mr. 
Pitt now pointed out the happy ^circumftance of our confti- 
tntion which gave the negotiation and conclufion of treaties 
to the prerogative of the Crown, and the revifion, jiulge- 
inent, and execution of them to the privileges of the People. 
};[e aiked whether it was right, in the midft of a negotiation 
.fo circumftanced, for an Houie of Commons to interfere by* 
a refolution tending to cnibarrafs, dilluib, and delay the mode 
of negotiation, which the executive power, vvd>o had all tlie 
rerponlihility, had chofen for tliemfeives, and whether it was 
ierving or jlrengthcning the IuukIs ol' government, or con- 
hnning, or qutlUoning their ability, in the moft unprece- 
dented manner, and thus deftroying that power arul ener- 
gv, which, under Inch circumftances, from conflderations 
of public good, ought not at any rate to be weakened } '1 he 
(;'haiicellor of tlie .Exchequer rc-pcated Ins declaration ot a 
former evening, that he had every reafon to cxpecl the nego- 
tiation with Portugal would prove fuccefsful ; if, Iiowever, it 
fltoulci not, and it iliould fail, in either cafe lie would, come 
to the HoVire, and in one of the two htuations would move 
a refolution 'to lower the duties on Portugal wines one third 
below the duties on Erench wines; in the other, lie would 
Jay before the idoulb the gromuls on which Admlniilralion 
confidered the Court of LiAion as no longer willing to com- 
ply with tlie Methuen treaty, and their reafons for moving 
to alter the lituation ot tlie two countries as far as regarded 
the import duties on Portugal wines. The onlv ground on 
which the right honourable mover of tlie iiiArudion had ar- 
gued, Avas a fallacy, iuafmucli as the refolution relative to 
the future duties to he paid on the iuiportation of tlie wines 
of France, and the future duties to be paid on the importa- 
tion of the w;nes of Portugal, were dillindf and feparate 
conflderations, and not implicated concerns. Above all 
things, he flaould contend, that the motion of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman held out to Portugal an adtive mealure in 
her favour, which it might ultimately be right to vote, but, 
which, if voted belore the bill, to he grounded on the refq|u- 
lions of the Committee, mull; he premature. 

tdtVovys* Mr. Powys touched upon fome of the principal points of 
the Chancellor of the Eixchequcr’s arguments; but, ended 
with admitting, that the executive Government h^d a right to 
expe£f the credit and confidence of Parliament pending a ne- 
gociation, or any other executive aft, conftitutionally vefted 
in that branch of the Legiflature. 

Mr.Ypnge. contended that a lefs wife and able man than 

Mr. Methuen could have made tire treaty of 1703. He alfo 
explained a few words in that treaty, which he conceived the 

. honouiivble 
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honourable Baronet (Sir Grey Cooper) had miftaken, and 
ftrenuoufly infifted that the motion was an improper inter- 
ference with the executive Government, which could not hut 
weaken the hands of Mini-fters, if carried, and operate as a ta- 
cit declaration that they were unfit for their offices. 

Mr. Sheridan affirmed that the Houfe of Commons was Mr, Shea- 
conffitutionally empowered to interfere with treaties, even 
pending their negociation. There were treaties over which 
the prerogative was paramount; there were treaties alfo of . 
another defeription, with wliich the Houfe was particularly 
concerned, the execution of them depended lolely on the voice 
of the Houfe of Commons. ^He added that the motion of his 
right honourable Friend (Mr, Fox) was not an adlivc meafiire 
in favour of Portugal ; it was a point of right due to the Me- 
thuen treaty, and merely a motion to do th/t inimediateiy, 
which the riglit honourable gentleman had pledgt^i hlmielf to 
do (granting that he would do ic at all) previouily to the bill 
or bills going out of the Houfe. 

jMr. Fox declared that he would not take the fenfe of the Fox. 
Houle, as the right honourable gentleman had put the matter 
upon fuch an iffue, 71ae right honourable gentleman* had 
refted on an affertion, but no argument. The right himour- 
able gentleman (the Houfe would remember) was refponfjble, 
not for the fuccefs of the meafure, as that no man could an- 
Ivver for, but for any unfortunate turn which the treaty might 
lake in confecjuence of the mode of negociation which the 
right honourable gentleman, as a mlnifler, had thought proper 
to chufe. Mr. Fox defended his motion, and denied that it 
would have embarraffed Government; on the contrary, he 
contended that it would have been a good ground, for Govern- 
ment to have acted u|K)n. He by no means confented to ad- 
mit that his motion was an active meafure in favour of Por- 
tugal, and beyond what llie had i juft right to expeeft. It 
was exaftly the reverfe; and to prove the argument, he would 
again put the cafe, that if the C^ieen of Portugal fhould have 
iffued an edi£t prohibiting the export of our woollens, he 
iliould have thought tiiat flie had afled unfairly by Great 
Ur i tain. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt accepted the refponfibility which he Mr. Ch^n- 
acknowdedged the right honourable gentleman had fairly put cdlorPnt. 
on him. He was not anfwerable for the fuccefs of the mea- 
fure; but fo far anfwerable, that if it failed, he was bound to 
come down and ftate fufficient reafons to convince the Houfe, 
that It had not failed through any fault of Government. He 
was happy to find that the right honourable gentleman, with- 
out a divifion, gave up a motion, which he had introduced 
with fuch an air of importance. It proved the right honoura- 
ble gentleman’s ftnfe of the opinion of the Houfe. 
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Mr. Fox dehied this, and repelled what had been faid of his 
relinquiihment of" the motion. So far from his giving it up to 
real argument, he had given way to an aflertioii never before 
ufed as an argument in fo ft range a manner. 

The expreffion^ of a difterence of opinion concerning thai 
words ufed by the Chancellor of the Exchequer took place, 
which occupied about ten minutes, during which Mr. Fox 
and Mr. Pitt were feverally twice up. At length the motion 
was put and negatived without a divifion. 

As foon as Mr. Fox’s motion was difpofed of, the Speaker 
put the queftion, that he do then leave the chair,” which 
being agreed to, the Houfe refolv^yl itfelf into a Committee up- 
on theconfideration of that part of His Majefty’s fpeech which 
referred to the treaty of navigation and commerce. (Mr. Beau- 
foy in the chair.) 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt rofe with a ftring of refolutions in his 
hand, each referring to a feparate fpecies of goods and mer- 
chandize ftated in the tarifi^ contained in "the fixth article of 
the treaty, and began with moving the refolution relative to 
vinegars, which palled without obje£lion. 

T 4 ie next refolution, referring to Brandies, occafioned a 
fliort converfation. 

Mr. Fox defired to know, whether at the time that the du- 
ties on brandies were meant to be reduced, it was not intend- 
ed to accompany the alteration with a redudlion in the duties 
on Rums ? 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfweretl that the refolution declared 
it to be the opinion of the Committee, that the duties on bran- 
dies Ihould not exceed feven Ihillings per gallon, and he had 
it in contemplation to make a Iniall reduftion (3d. per gallon) 
in the prefent duties on rums, which would bring the duties 
on the two articles of brandy and rum to bear exaftly the 
fame relation to each other in point of proportion, that they 
bore at the year 1778. Mr. Pitt explained what other duties 
had been fince impofed, and faid, he intended, at an early day, 
to propofe a ftill greater redu£lion on brandies, and other fpi- 
rits, from certain confiderations of revenue, and with a view 
to extend the fyftein fo happily and fuccefsfully commenced 
three years fince, to tlie great prevention and abolition of 
fmuggling. He added, that he meant in the Committee mere- 
ly to move the refolutions which were neceflary to be moved 
as the ground-work of the bill, which muft of courfe be 
brought in, after the Houfe ftiould have agreed to the report ; 
gentlemen, therefore, would either debate them as they were 
moved, or upon the reading of the report, or upon any ftage 
of the proceeding to which they might give the preference. 

Mr, obferved, that at length, and confequently 

for the time, the rig^ boaourable gentleman had eon- 

feifed 
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fefled, that his much-boafted commutation bill had failed him. 

The right honourable gentleman had made it one great ground 
of exultation upon his affu ranees of the fuccefs of the mea- 
fure, that it would entirely put an end to^he fmuggling of 
brandies. The Committee would recolledijiRiat he (Mr- She- 
ridan) had on frequent occafions told the right honourable 
gentleman, that a day would come when he muft experience 
the ifiiavoidahle obligation of confefling that the meafure had 
failed, and that all which he foretold had been verified. 

Mr, Chancellor Pitt faid that he wondered which lie ought Mr.cTisn. 
moft to admire, the confidence or the ignorance of the ho- ceilorPitt. 
nour.'ible gentleman’s aflertieWs. Could any man in his fenfes 
have believed, that fuch a fpeech as the honourable gentleman 
had juft delivered, could have been excited by any thing which 
had fallen from him. Had he uttered any expreflions like 
what the honourable gentleman had thought fit to impute to 
him? much lels had he, when he propofed the commutation 
bill originally, aflerted, that, among other efFeefts of the bill, 
it would entirely put a ftop to the fmuggling of brandies. So 
improbable an effeft he had never been weak enough to flatter 
himfelf with the expeeftation of, and every one muftknov^ that 
no man of common lenfe could have erred fo egregiouf^y. As 
to the vyords he had made ufe of, when he introduced the bill, 
tliat was a queftion of memory between the honourable gentle- 
man and him, and muft be left to the Houfe to decide; but as 
far as his memory ferved him, he was fufficiently confident 
of his recolledlion, flatly to deny the words which the ho- 
nourable gentleman had imputed to him. With regard to his 
idea of extending the fyllem to brondies, it was not on that 
day that he had firft mentioned it to the Houfe. He had men- 
tioned it fo long ago as the laft feflion, when gentlemen might 
remember that he had talked of extending the plan to brandies 
and other fpirits, but the previous alteration of duties on 
brandies being fo intimately conneded with the treaty of na- 
vigation and commerce with France, he neceflarily waited till 
he had an opportunity of fubmittiiig the whole of the confi- 
deratlon at once to the Houfe. 

Mr. Sheridan ob ferved that if he had entertained the fmalleft Mr, Sheri- 
doubt of tlie correflnefs of his recolledlion before, he was now 
convinced he had been perfectly correft from the right ho- 
nourable gentleman’s being fo very angry. He begged leave, 
however, to remind the right honourable gentleman that it 
was not altogether decent for a Minifter to addrefs any mem- 
ber of that Houfe in fuch language ; it was, befidcs, extreme- 
ly ill judged of any gentlemah to defeend to it, becaufe it laid 
him opert to fo eafy a retort. All the return which he Ihould 
make was by declaring (what he was perfuaded the majority ot 

Uie Committee muft feel with him} tlwt the ill manners of the 
' rifiTut 
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right hononraWe gentleman were not more confpicuous than 
the weaknefs of his condu6l in charging him with confi- 
dence and ignorance without a fingle argument to prove 
the foundation c^nny fuch charge : having faid this, Mr, 
Sheridan declare* that the Committee were no ft rangers to 
the practice of the right honourable gentleman, when any 
ineml>er fliewed that his words on a former occafion, ai^ his 
fubfequent conduct, were at variance with each other. On 
the prefent occafion the right honourable gentleman had en- 
deavoured to ftiift the charge by the quibble of a w^ord, and 
had confidently maintained that he never faid, the commu- 
tation plan would entirely put a*^ flop to the fmuggling in 
brandy. He would not, Mr. Sheridan faid, take upon him 
to nflert that the right honourable gentleman had ufed tlie 
word entircy; but he appealed to the recolledfion of every 
gentleman who heard him, whether lie had not almoft as 
often as he had talked of the advantages expefteJ to arife 
from the commutation fyftem, refted a great part of his ar- 
gument on his entertaining little or no doubt of its having 
the gjOod cfFedts of putting an end to the fmuggling of 
hrandy^/w a very great degree ; or words to that effect. Mr. 
Sheridan afked, whether it was likely that the riglit honou- 
lahle gentleman fliould have confined his argument entirely 
to the prevention of fmuggling of teas, and whether the 
abandoning of 700,000!. of the revenue merely with that 
view, would not have been a very weak fcheme? Mr. She- 
ridan added a few comments upon the propofition refpedting 
brandies now hinted, and faid, moil undoubtedly, if tlie 
right honourable gentleman were to go froiTI one article of 
cxcife to another and commute, the duties on fmuggling 
would be put an end to refpe6ling thofe articles; but a. day 
mull in that cafe arrive, when the Minifter who purfued 
fuch a fyftem would have to come to tliat Houfe, and to 
afk them to provide for a good round deficiency of re- 
venue. 

Mr. Chan* Mr. Chancellor P/V/ replied^ and perfifted in Ins former' 

ccUojrPitt. declaration, tl)at he had neither dreamt of the commutation 
aft having the efteft of entirely putting a ftop to the fmug- 
gling of brandy, nor had ever made fuch affertion; that he 
might have ftated his expeftations of the aft’s having a 
collateral effeft on the fmuggling of fpirits at the fame 
time, which could not fail to put an end as it were to the 
fmuggling of tea, was very poffible ; but as to having gone 
to the length of the words imputed to him by the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, or any thing like it, that he muft flatly 
deny, and repel the infinuation. 

Mr. Sheri- Mr. Sheridan reftated his charge, adding, that not only 
the, right honourable the Chancellor of his Majefty’s, Exche- 

fjucr. 
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quer, but the right honourable gentleman oppofxte to him, 

(Mr. W. Grenville) had talked in the manner he had men- 
tioned ; and he inftanced the preceding feffion as one of 
the times when the latter right honourable gentleman had fo 
argued. 

Mr. TV. Grenville remarked, that he did not doubt but Mr/w. 
tl^^t the honourable gentleman would be very glad, not only 
jto involve his right honourable friend’s relation, but every 
gentleman who fat on the bench with him, in the fame im- 
putation; but he muft beg leave to copy the example of his 
right honourable friend, ^^nd flatly deny that he had, either 
on that occafion alluded to, in the courfe of the laft feffion, 
or on any former occafion, ufed words at all like thofe which 
the honourable gentleman had put kito his mouth. 

Mr. Dempjier faid, that any gentleman would find the Demp* 
precife words in queftion in the Report of the Committee, 
of which he" had the honour to be a member laft feffion. 

They were words much uled at the time, and almoft in 
every body’s mouth who talked about fmuggling. Mr. 
Dempfter faid, he himfelf had put the words into <he Re- 
port, as he thought they were words likely to attradl atten- 
tion, and good words in a Report. 

Sir Edward AJlley fpoke <of the nec^ffity for putting an Sir E. Aft- 
end to fmuggling, and providing fome new mode of liveli-^®^* 
hood for the perfons engaged in that fort of illicit traffic. 

He informed the Committee that a colony of fmugglers 
lived clofe by him, and he gave an account of the refult 
of fome converfations he had with them on the fubjeft of 
their practice. * 

%\x James JohnJlone alfo faid, that he had fome neigh- sir j.john- 
bours of the fame kin4; that they came one night when he 
was ill in bed, and took away two of his horfes, but that he 
g6t them back again in the morning. 

Lord Penrhyn entering juft at this time, rofe and entered J 

into a difcuffion of the different rates of duties on brandies 
and rum, but was interrupted by 

Mr. Chancellor P/Vf, who informed the noble Lord of Mr. Chan- 
what had paffed in his abfence, and ftated to him, that he 
meant on an early day to bring the duties on rum and other 
fpirit? under difcuffion, when his Lordftiip would have an 
opportunity of fpeaking fully to a fubjedt that was not then 
properly before the Committee. 

The refolution refpediing the duty of 30 per cent, upon 
the export of beer occafioned fome converfation between 
Sir Matthew White Ridley, Mr. Chancellor Pitt, Mr.Whit^ 
bread, anff other gentlemen. 

Sir Matthew feared the refolution wduld give the French 
beer an advantage over the Englilh. 

VOL.XXI. Kk Mr. 
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Mn Chancellor Pitt aiEgiled his reafons why it would 
not* 

Mr. fV^Athead informed the Houfe, that the treaty re- 
fpc6ting the article of beer was in favour of England; for 
the fixtli article fays, beer lhall pay in each country 30 per 
cent, ad valorem, and that the prefent exifting duties in 
each country fliall be added to the 30 per cent, which were 
very high in England; and he liad been informed Mr. Ed?:n 
faid were very low in France; fo much fo, that it was pro- , 
pofed to Ml*. Eden to take no account of them on either 
part, yet that he thought could not be complied with, as 
all malt exported from England ik duty free, and in fome 
cafes obtains a bounty alfo, and this brought us nearer to 
an equality; yet upon the whole he thought the terms in 
our favour, and we might be content. He farther obfer- 
ved, that as the internal duties in France were not particu- 
larly known, which he wiftied they had been, yet that dif- 
ficulty was in a great meafure removed by the claufe de- 
claring that each country fliall be governed by the very 
fame duties which exift at the time when the treaty com- 
inencesi 

Sir Benjamin Hammet declared, that he had fomething to 
fay which he hoped would be well received : what he meant 
was, a feheme which he defigned to propofe at a fit oppor- 
tunity, which, without making it neceffnry to lay a finglc 
tax on the fubjeil:, would raife half a million or money. 
He did not doubt but that he fhould have the affi fiance of 
the Scotch members. He mentioned the pra6lice of paying 
2S. 6d. per bufhel bounty money on the export of llritifh 
malt ; that, he faid, was a moft egregious impofition on the 
fubje( 3 , ‘ and opened a door to the moft fcandalous fraud and 
abufe. 

At length the beer refolution was put and agreed to. 

The refolution relative to the import duty of 12 per 
on cottons was no fooner read, than Mr. Fox rofe, and ex- 
preffed his doubt, whether the cotton manufadlory would 
not be moft materially injured. He refted his apprehenfions 
on the uniform information of every manufacturer whom 
he had confulted ; on the evidence of thofe very refpeftable 
characSlers, MelTrs. Walker and Richardfon, at the time 
when the Irifli propofitions were in agitation, and upon the 
vinaafwerable argument of a right honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Flood) grounded on that evidence; arguments which 
every man in the Houfe muft have been happy to have 
heard. 

’ Sir Grey Cooper obferved, riiat the circumftance of France 
having lately laid an additional duty on cotton wool was an 
ill omen of her cordial amity and profclled friendfhip to- 
wards 
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wards Great Britain : it was not the moft favourable fymp- 
tom of fincerity, nor the ftrongeft proof of her profeflions 
of good-will towards us that France could have given. She 
had now raifed the duty 5d. per pound on her cotton wool; 

/he might hereafter raife it to loj. per pound, and fo in- 
creafe it till it amounted to a prohibition. 

Mr. /iPi Grenville contended, that the kingdom of France Mr. w. 
was not a manufadluring country, which /he had been re- C^rcnviUc. 
prefented; and that fuch was our avowed fuperiority in re- 
fpe6l to the ingenuity and induftry of our manufadlurers, 
that he had no Tort or deubt, but that as foon as our ma- 
nufafture found its way to the French market, the manu- 
fafture of France would fink before it. Mr. Grenville 
mentioned the fhort duration of the treaty, declaring, that 
without any other argument, and there were many at hand 
to fupport it, this alone was fufficient to fliew that there 
was no danger of our manufadfurers emigrating to France 
and fettling there. He alfo contended againft the manu- 
fadturers’ fears as to the danger of there occurring a defici- 
ency of fupply of cotton wool ; in fpite of all th6 reftric- 
tions laid upon the export of that raw material, •it had hi- 
therto found its way to our market in a fufiGcient quantity, 
and when the treaty was ratified, and the import legalized, 
it could not fail to flow in much greater quantities than 
ever. 

Mr. Fox contended, that if the right honourable gentle- Mr. Fox. 
tleman had a right to argue upon the quantity of cotton 
wool obtained in a contraband way, the fame argument 
mull be allowed to apply to the whole of the treaty, which 
he fhould then have a right to defend on the ground of the 
fadl, that fo much of her manufadlures had hitherto found 
their way into France in a contraband way, that he might 
infer that the treaty was altogether unneceffary. 

Mr. Grenville urged additional arguments to prove, that Mr- Grcn* 
there was not the fmalleft reafon to dread an infufficiency of 
fupply of cotton wool, and contended that he could inftance 
a variety of fair, legal channels through which we had the 
moft reafonable and well-grounded expedlations of being 
very amply furni/hed with as much of the raw material as 
our cotton manufafturers could /land in need of. 

Mr. Alderman fVatfon pointed out where, in his opinion, 
a large fupply of cotton wool might now be had, and alfo Waifon. 
afligncd his reafons for declaring, that there was every ground 
to imagine that we ftiould very ftiortly be fupplied from 
our own Weft India iftands. 

Sir H(irry Hoghton faid, that he had refrained from deli- sir Heavy 
vering his fentiments on the treaty with France from a con- Hoghton. 
feiouTnefs how unequal he was to the important fubjeft, and 

Yikz therefore 



PARLIAMEl^TA^Y A. tySp 

therefore preferred being f^lent, apd endeavoured to gam 
. light and information from others, in order rather to forpi his 
opinion than to prefume to offer his fentiments ; that he had 
received great information from both fides of the Hpufe. 
It pericuhfa plenum opus aleee^ and enibraced i variety of 
interefts ; but he' thought the probable advantage jiiftified the 
experiment, which was* only for twelve years, and if any 
evils arofe, which no human prudence and forefight could 
^ anticipate, he did not doubt but the wifdom of the Legifla- 
ture would be able to corredl aud remove them. That as far 
as the opinion of manufadurers wi^s of any weight, he ob- 
ferved that he lived in the midft of them in Lancafliire, and 
during hisrefidence in the country in the fummer, he endea- 
voured to learn their fentiments on the meafure, and he could 
aver that the leading manufaflurers thought the treaty wouW ' 
be very advantageous to the cotton raanufa£lory. He defired ^ 
the Committee would not think he meant to throw any re- 
flexion upon Mr. Walker, who was a man of good under- 
ftanding and veracity, and a very refpeXable charaXer; and 
when he faid that perfons equally refpeXable declared fenti- 
ments in, favour of the treaty, he added, that in faying fo, 
lie meant a compliment to their charaXers. He faid, he 
was forty he did not fee his worthy colleague, who, if he 
had been prefent, would have borne his teftimony to the re- 
fpeXable charaXers of MelTrs. Watfon and Myers, with 
whom he had converfed upon the fubjeX, and who, at his 
requeft, fent him their copy of the treaty of navigation and 
commerce with fonie marginal notes, that the objeXions 
therein were removed by the articles in the convention. He 
mentioned a fhort vifit he paid to Mr. Ford in the neighbour- 
hood of Manchefter, whofe charaXer, knowledge of bufi- 
iiefs, and large property, gave great weight to his opinion. 
From him he learnt that the fentiments of the great traders 
of Manchefter aftd its neighbourhood were in favour of the 
treaty. 

The Tefolution was agreed to. 

Mr* Sheridan afked what refolution the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer meant to' move refpeXing the water guard of our 
coafts, as he conceived that the hovering aX was given up 
by the treaty. 

Mfi Chan*- Mr. Cliaiicellor P/ffanfwered, that he had no refolution 
cellar Pitt, move on that fubjeX, as there was not a word in the treaty 
which in an^ fort'whatfoever made it neceffary to alter the 
cxifting laws, for the fecurity of our coafts, either from the 
approach of Smuggling veffels or otherwife, nor was any the 
imalleft alteration intended. 

The refolution relpeXing cabinet ware and turnery was 
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agreed to, as were all the reft of the articles of the 
tariff. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday^ if^th February* 

Mr. Hamilton begged leave to inform the Houfe, that he Mr. Hamil* 
had fpoken to the honourable gentleman who meant to bring ton. 
forward the next charge againft Mr. Haftings, and he had 
confented that the charge and the examination of the wit- 
nefles fhould not come on upon the fame day ; he therefore 
rofe to difeharge the order Yor the charge, which flood in the 
book for the immediately enfuing day. 

Mr. Burke and Mr. Pelham entering the HouP;; juft as 
Mr. Hamilton fat down, the latter repeated what he had faid, 
adding, that in all matters of a judicial nature, it was highly 
neceffary that there fhould be time allowed for confidering the 
evidence, and weighing its tendency between the time of its 
delivery and the period of pronouncing decidedly upon its na- 
ture. ^ ^ 

Mr. Burke flattered himfelf that the Houfe were too can* Mr. Burke, 
did and impartial not fully to acknowledge, that, from the 
firfl commencement of the proceedings to that hour, he 
had, on every occafion, nioft readily acejuiefeed in every 
propofition for the accommodation of gentlemen on either 
fide. He would adt with confiflency, and fubmit to the 
charge’s being brought on another day, and to the immedi- 
ate examination of Mr. Middleton and Sir Elijah Impey} 
but when it had been originally propofed tliat the examina- 
tion and the cliarge fhould ftand for the fame day, it was 
from an idea that it was neceffary to afk the witnefles very 
few queflions only, touching the affairs of Farruckabad, and 
that of courfe the examination would occupy hut a fhort 
time. Mr. Burke faid, that as the charge was to be put off, 
he would take the opportunity of moving to have the re- 
mainder of the Farruckabad papers printed. He explained, 
that they were fo fhort, that the w^hole might be printed on 
one fheet of paper, and confequently be delivered in time 
againft the day of going into the charge. He had fome- 
thing of importance to fuggeft to the Houfe in refpe 61 : to the 
fteps which appeared necell,n^y to be taken in regard to the 
impeachment of Mr. Haftings, but he would not proceed to 
ftatc his objedl till a right honourable gentleman fliould be 
prefent in his place. 

Mr. Burke then moved, That fuch part of the corre- 
fpondence relative to Farruckabad as have not already been 
printed, be printed for the ulc of the Houfe.” The fame 
^as agreed to. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Beaufoy (according to order) reported from the Com* 
mittee of the whole Houfe, to whom it was referred to con- 
ilder of fo much of His Majefty’s inoft gracious fpeech to 
both Houfes of Parliament upon the 23d day of January 
laft, as relates to the treaty of navigation and commerce be- 
tween His Majefty and the Moft Chriftian King, the refolu- 
tions which the Committee had directed him to report to the 
Houfe; which he read in his place, and afterwards delivered 
in at the table, where the fame was read a firft time. The 
Speaker put the queftion, That this Report be now read a 
‘‘ fecond time,” when .v ^ 

Mr. Sheridan remarked, that he confidered himfelf obliged 
to trefpafs upon the patience of the Houfe whilft he adverted 
to fome particulars, refpe<£ling which he tliought it higlily 
neceflary that the right honourable gentleman fhould give 
fatisfad^ory anfwers previous to any final decifion concerning 
the refolutions contained in the Report which had been juft 
read. What firft he wifhed to be fatisfied about, was the 
confolidation of the duties on the cuftoms, which, if he had 
nnderltood the right honourable gentleman corredlly on 
Friday,’ he meant to mix and blend with the bufinefs of the 
commercial treaty. If this were really the right honourable 
gentleman’s intentions, it would furely be highly improper 
for the Houfe to give tlieir vote for the fecond reading of the 
Report, before they were in poffeflion of the additions which 
■were meant to be made to it, and much of addition he con- 
ceived there would he, as there were, he fuppofed, feveral 
other refolutions abfolutely neceflary to be fubmitted to a 
Committee of the whole Houfe on the other parts of the 
treaty, for, thofe contained in the Report, the right honour- 
able gentleman would recoIle£l, were confined merely to the 
articles ftated in the tariff. Another matter which he muft 
again mention, and to which he had received no exprefs an- 
fwer, though there was fomething like an anfwer contained 
in one of the right honourable gentleman’s fpeeches, was, 
that propofition which appeared to him to be indifpenfable 
and incontrovertible : that a new commercial arrangement 
with Ireland muft be fet on foot as a confequenceof the com- 
tnercial treaty with France. The right honourable gentle- 
man had given them to underftand that be had no objedlion 
to hear of thelrifh propoGtions : whether that was the fa6k 
or not, (Mr. Sheridan faid) he was perfuaded that when thp 
right honourable gentleman firft introduced the bufinefs of 
the commercial treaty, the Irifh propofitions had been upon 
his mind throughout the whole of that long fpeech. Cer- 
tain he was, that fome arrangement between Ireland and 
England ^inuft take place in confequence of the prefent com- 
mercial treaty ; becatfe, aftey the right ho^puraWe'gentle- 
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man had himfelf ftated with n'proper difdain of tTie idea 
which the Court of Portugal took up refpeiling Ireland, 

(with regard to her not being included in the Methuen trea- 
ty, that file ought to be confidered within the fpirit and 
meaning of that treaty, and that it was a main parf of the 
negotiation now on fo< 3 ^ with the Court of Lifbon) it was 
fcarcely poffible to fuppofe that the right honourable gentle- 
man had himfelf negotiated a treaty with France, without 
having meant that Ireland fliould have the benefit of the 
treaty, becaufe that would have been tp have excluded Ire- 
land from the benefit of the French treaty, exadlly in the 
fame manner as the Court 'of Lifbon had excluded Ireland 
from the entire benefit of the Methuen treaty. The idea of 
giving France privileges and advantages in Great Britain, 
which Ireland could not claim, was lb monftrous and ab- 
furd, that he could not entertain it as poflible to have been 
in the right honourable gentleman’s intention. Another ma- 
terial point required foine more explanation than it had re- 
ceived, and that was, whether or not the hovering aft was 
not affefted, and its provifions done away, by the :>5fh ar- 
ticle of the treaty ? A right honourable gentleman Ivid faid, 
that it was not at all affefted by the prefent treaty, but he 
had accompanied the affertion with no argument whatever. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved, that as to the hovering Mr. chan* 
aft, and the idea that its operation as a check on fmuggling 
was to be fufpended, the anfwer of his right hcnoiHable 
friend (Mr. Grenville) to that queftion was fully fufficient. 

It was by no means the intention of the parties that thofe fa- 
lutary checks againft illicit trade, contained in the hovering 
aft, (hould be done away or weakened ; on the contrary, it 
was the wifti of each of the Monarchs to prevent, as much 
as poffible, the continuance of any fuch praftices between 
both kingdoms. With refpcft to the proceedings intended 
to be followed on the bufinefs on concluding the treaty in 
that Houfe, there was nothing more neceffary for them to 
do than to agree to the feveral refolutions contained in the 
report from the Committee, and which only went to a con- 
firmation of the tariff. The honourable gentleman had in- 
quired whether it was in contemplation to ftame any new ar- 
rangements of a commercial nature with Ireland, and to make 
fuch arrangements a part of the fyftem now to be adopted. 

But as that was in a great meafure to depend on the difpofi- 
tioii and inclination or the filler kingdom, and as it was in 
all refpefts to be confidered in the nature of a new and to- 
tally diftinft treaty, it was a fubjeft which on the prefent oc- 
ofion he thought it highly improper to difcufs. 

Mr. Grenville expreffed his perfuafion that the hovering Mr. Grcn^^ 
aft was .mot in the finalleil degree affeftgd. After his expla- villc, 

nation 
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nation of the meaning of the 25th article of the commercial 
treaty, he charged Mr. Sheridan with having mifconceived 
its meaning. 

Mr, Sheridan anfwered, that the explanation of the right 
honourable gentleman had not given him the leaft fatisf^ac- 
tion whatfoever. He was a little amazed alfo at the filence 
of the right honourable gentleman himfelf, who, he thought, 
would have deigned on quellions of fo much importance to 
have favoured the Houfe with an immediate elucidation of 
the point. He thought it impoffibJe that fo monftrous a 
propofition as the giving greater privileges and advantages 
to France, in the home market of Great Britain, than Ire- 
land either enjoyed, or could claim, was intended ; but he 
could not lee how Ireland could be faid to be entitled to all 
the advantages of the prefent treaty, without its having 
been fo fti])alated in the treaty. Mr. Sheridan animadverted 
on the terms of the articles of the treaty, and contended 
that Ireland was no where mentioned, excepting only as to 
her linens in the fixth article. He inftanced the article of 
the tariff lelpcdting brandies, where no mention was made 
of Irehind, and feveral others. Mr. Sheridan made a great 
variety of remarks upon the treaty, which he termed a moft 
incorredl: produdion, and faid, Jie lamented the al)Jence of 
the right Iiowourable negotiator, as he fhould liave been 
glad to have Iieard from him the meaning which he had in 
view where he had not exprelled it clearly. He mentioned 
the part which he had taken with regard to the Irifli propor- 
tions, upon which he had more frequently divided with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer than with the right honour- 
able negotiator (Mr. Eden.) The prefent treaty was fo di- 
redly in the teeth of the evidence given by the manufac- 
turers at the bar of tlie Houfe, wdien the Irilli propofition s 
were under confideration, that he prefumed when the nego- 
tiator of the treaty returred to his duty in that Houfe, he 
would publicly declare his convidion of the error of almoft 
ttvt'.ry one of the opinions which he had maintained on that 
memorable occafion He fuppofed that this right honour- 
able gqntlciiKin had fent circular letters round to the manii^ 
fadurers, and declared that lie had not abandoned one of his 
commercial dodiines, though he had, pro hoc vice^ adopted 
new ones, and made the treaty turn upon thofe new com- 
mercial fentiments, of which he had probably informed his 
friends of the Chamber, and at the fame time had faid, that 
he would renounce them w^hen he came back to England*^ 
He hoped that he fliould hear no more pf a charge of confi- 
dence and ignorance from the right honourable gentleman, 
who muft be confident and ignorant beyond all example, if 
he thought that no more relblutions were neceflary to. be 'mo- 
d ' ved 
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ved on the treaty with FVance. • To convince him that there 
wei'e various additional refolutions neceflary, he would bring 
down a firing of refoliUiorls, and fubmit it to him and to the 
Houle, whether tliey were not abfolutely neceflary to be 
moved in a Committee. 

Mr. Chancellor P/i/ anfwered, that he felt it difficult, al-- Mr. Chan- 
though he was himlelf the fufferer, to avoid fmiling at his ccllorPitt. 
own awkward fituation;.a fituation into which he was un- 
mercifully' thrown, by the honourable gentleman’s complex: 
and contufed manner of putting his queftions, wdiich had 
afforded the honourable gentleman an opportunity of cen- 
furing him for anfwenn^i’onie parts of them, and for not 
anfwering others, although he had given him no clue by 
which he could be enabled to diflinguilh which of his qviel- 
tions he thought required an qnfwer, and which not. 'fhe 
honourable gentleman had gone farther, and bad found fault 
with him for his patience in fitting Hill, and not interrupt- 
ing him, although he confefled the unprovoked afperity 
which the honourable gentleman had ufed in fpeaking of him, 
would, if he could feel any thing from the honourable gen- 
tleman’s afperity, have been a fufficient temptation him 
to have interfered in his felf-defence. He could not IieJp ob- 
ferving on the inftrucffions which he received from the ho- 
nourable gentleman, that they were fo conciliating, fo win- 
ning, fo fincere, and feemed to have fo little of any in'en-^ 
tion of gratifying tlie perfon who delivered them, and to be 
fo entirely calculated for the benefit of the perfon to whom 
they were addrefled, that he could not but return the ho- 
nourable gentleman his warmeft thanks for the obligation he 
had conferred upon him, — and he fhould endeavour to return 
the obligation, by giving the honourable gentleman as full 
an anfwer as he was able to the queftion, concerning which 
he feemed fo anxious, relative to I r eland. That country 
was undoubtedly entitled to all the benefits of the French 
treaty ; but it was entirely at her own option W'hether flie 
might chiife'to avail herfelf of thofe advantages; for it 
was only .to l>e done by her paffing fuch laws as flmuld put 
the tariff on the fame footing in that country as it was fti- 
pulated fliould be done in this. Had the adoption of the 
treaty by Ireland been a ftipulation neceflary to be perfortned 
before it could be finally concluded on by this country, then 
this country would have been deprived of all the bei|efits re- 
fulting from it in the event of Ireland’s refufal. As to the 
objeeSlion of the honourable gentleman# that there was no 
ftipulation that Ireland ftiould reduce the duties on brandy, 
and that of courfe fhe was not to be entitled to theeqniva-^ 
lent advantage confequent on fuch redudlion ; that, he faid, 
was the moft unfQitunate objedlion that cbuld poffibly have 
Vol; XX{, J. 1 been 
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been made, and proceeded* from a peffccSV mifconception of 
the fubjeft* It was not a ftipulation that the duty on bran- 
dy fnould amount to feven /hillings a gallon, for fuch a ftiput- 
latjon on the part of France would be highly abfurd, but it 
was a flipulation that it Ihould not exceed that fum. Now, 
the fa 61 : was, that at prefent the duty on brandy in Ireland 
did not amount to near feven /hillings, and tnerefore to 
^ couple the ftipulation relative to the duty on brandy in Ire- 
land with, that in England would be perfe6ily ridiculous; 
for in England tl>e ftipulation was, that being no.vv at tiine 
/hillings, the duty fhould be reduced to feven at the vtmo/I; 
and would the honourable gentleman expedl that a ftipuJa- 
tion fliould be made for Ireland to make a redu<Slion on her 
duty from the (mailer fum already paid them to the greater, 
which was to be paid In England. Having put the abfurdi- 
ty of fuch a pa'opafition into the moft /Iriking poipt of view, 
he proceeded to /liew how the article of brandy was to be 
affedlcd in Ireland, /hould that country adopt the treaty, 
which was, that it /hould there he flipulated that the bran- 
dy of France /hould from hence forward be admitted to the 
niarke"^ in IraJand pa the fame terms from the rnoft favour- 
ed nation. 

Mr. Sheri- Mr. Sheridan declared, that he was not confeious of hav- 
, ing qfed any afperities, or exprefled hinafelf petulantly, an-^ 
grily, or in a liile unbecoming any member of that Houfej 
and if tlie right honourable gentleman felt that he had, he 
had indeed a/Forded him a piece of inftruflion,. for which he 
was fure the Houfe would think he ought to confefs himfelf 
indebt^d^ 

Mr. Sheridan npw went into an examination of the 6th 
article of the convention arguing from the words, that it 
contained a contradiction in terms.— The preamble of that 
artic/e fet olF with faying, that .by the 43d article of the 
treaty, it was ftipulated that, a convention relative to that 
article flaould be concluded immediately after the fignature 
of the treaty, whereas the 6th article of convention does 
not fettle the matter of the 43d article of the treaty, but 
talks of an ulterior convention to be fettled within the fpace 
pf two months. Mr. Sheridan contended, that the conven- 
tion was not the convention which had been ftipulzited for 
by the 43d article of the treaty, and that as an ulterior con- 
vention -was now to be fettled^ they ought to wait for tha^ 
previous to their decifion. 

Mri Grcn* Mr- explained that the ulterior convention rela- 

vUlc. merely tq Con fnl Generals, Vipe-Gbnfuls, &c., and 

could in no manner whatever a/Fe6t their decWioti upon the 
treaty. Mr. GrenviUe took fome notice of what had been 
laid re^l^tive xp Inland, and tl^e Iri/h pippofitidns, arguing 
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that great good rhight refult to Ireland, if flie pafied Uws 
adapted to the regulations of duties contained in the tariff. 

Mr. Flood faiid, that he could affurethe right honourable Mr. Floo4. 
.gentleman and the Houfe, that he felt no extreme anxiety 
for the obtainment of any benefits for Ireland through the 
medium of a treaty, to which he had fo many objeftions on 
the ground of its being difirdvantageous to Great Britain. 

He had on a former day Hated, that if the fentiments of the 
manufadturers remained unaltered, they could not but he ad- 
verfe to a treaty with France, founded on principles fo tran- 
fcendently more injurious io their interefts, than the princi^- 
pies of the former treaty with Ireland. Nothing could be 
more felf-evident than that if the reafoning of the manufac- 
turers had been right on that occafion, and their apprehen- 
fions had been juftifiable, the fame fly le of reafoning would 
apply more forcibly on the prefent occafion, and their appre* 
henfions would be Hill more juftifiable. With regard to the 
Court of France underftanding that Ireland was implied and 
Tcomprehended in the prefent treaty, although it was mot ft> 
declared in exprefs words in any part of the treaty, he aiked 
what fecurity had Ireland for her ftiare of the advantages 
or privileges which the treatydield out to Great Britain, if 
eitlier privileges or advantages were likely to arife from.it, 
any more than Ihe had for the Court of Lifbon’s extending 
to her the advantages of the Methuen treaty, which it was 
W'eJl known ftie had refufed to fuffer Ireland to participate> 
in violation of the fpirit and meaning of that treaty, and 
which breach of treaty on the part of Portugal, although 
it had been five years in negotiation, no redrefs had been ob- 
tained for Ireland. Mr. b lood ftated his convidtion, that 
the commercial treaty was neither likely to be a benefit to 
Great Bi itain nor Ireland, and he thought a ftronger proof 
of its ohjedlionable invalidity could not be ftated to the 
friends of Ireland, (and every bojneft Briton muft be the 
friend of Ireland, becaufe her interefts were fo deeply invol- 
ved and interwoven with the interefts of Great Britain, that 
they were infeparable confiderations) than the extraordinary 
pofition in which the commercial treaty would place the 
two countries of France and Ireland, by entitling France to 
commercial privileges and advantages in Great Britain to 
which Ireland was not entitled, and by entitling Ireland to 
greater privileges and advantages in France, than Ihe could 
obtain in Great Britain. , 

yiv,, Grenville declared, that*Great Britain had two years 
ago made a liberal offer to Ireland, which the Parliament of yM\t. 
that mifled and infatuated people had been perfuaded to re- 
fufe. He never would admit the dodirine, that therefore 

LI2 <ireat 
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Great Britain had no -right to treat and conclude a com-^ 
mercial treaty with France, adapted to her own com- 
mercial circuinftances, without confiderihg herfelfas a de- 
pendent on Ireland, and confulting her previouily upon the 
iubjeft. Mr. Grenville went into a recapitulation of the 
parliamentary tranfadlions of the year 1785, refpedling 
the commercial arrangements then agitated in favour of 
Ireland, and confulting her previouily upon the fubjeft. 
He faid that the offer of Circat Britain had been more 
liberal than it perhaps ever might prove again, and that 
it ill becime thofe .who had prjcicipally ilood forward in 
tlie Parliament of Ireland to perfuade that aflembly to 
rejeft tlie offer, to be afterwards among tlie foremoli to 
endeavour to prevent this country from carrying into ex- 
ecution a treaty with France, which was concluded with 
a view to the benefit of Great Britain. Ireland had been 
favoured with an early option of folid and fiibffantial 
advantage, and Ireland had rejetSled tl\e offer — under cir- 
CLimftances of great delufion, ;uid under artful mifreprefen- 
tations of the real nature of that offer, he wms ready to ad- 
mit; but having rejedled it, till flie faw her fatal delufion, 
and W.1S from convi^ion of the value of what flie had been 
fo unhappily perfuaded to refnfe, induced to afle Great Bri- 
tain to give her a fecond option, flie had not the final left 
* pretenfions to complain of negledl of her interefts on the 
part of Great Britain; and the more efpecially, as the pre- 
l^nt commercial treaty with France had been concluded with 
an eye to her intereils equally with the interefts of this 
country, as it lay with the Parliament of Ireland to de* 
cide for themfdves, and if they thought the treaty advan- 
tageous to that country, they had it in their power to 
make it fo, by palfing laws adapted to the ftipulations in 
the tariff. 

Mr/ Flood. Mr. anfwered, that he could not have conceived it 
poffihle for three or four natural expreffions to have drawn 
down upon him an animadverfion, delivered in fo high and 
impeiative a tone. Being a native of Ireland, and liaving the 
honour to poffefs a feat in the Parliament of that kingdom, 
he had thought it his indifpenfable duty not to fit filent, 
when fo much bad been faid on the fubjedl of Ireland, and 
its commercial intei*efts; but he plainly faw, that if any man 
profefled biinfelf to be the real friend of Ireland, he was to 
be reprehended and ftigmatized as the enemy of Great Bri- 
tain. He had before declared, that he was a friend to both 
countries, and had faid that every honeft Briton muft be the 
fame.* 'Fhe right honourable gentleman had contended that 
Great Britain was not the dependent of Ireland; it was un^ 

. ^ 1 . c doubt- 
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doubtedly true; but was Great Britain not bound to take 
care of the interefts of every pah of the empire? The Par- 
liament of Great Britain ^^as the imperial Parliament. Was 
it not then the indifpeniablecluty of that Parliament in every 
great national meafure to look to the general interefts of the 
Empire, and to fee that no injurious confcquences followed 
to the peculiar interefts of any part of it. If this were ad- 
mitted, would any man lay that Ireland was not to be con- 
fidered on the prefen t important occalion! And why, — be*^ 
caufe tlie Parliament of Ireland had rejefted, and rejeded 
with difdain, the commercial treaty of 1785. The right 
honourable gentleman had told them that in 1785 Great 
Britain made a liberal offer to Ireland. This was the firft 
time that it had been owned/ that the treaty of 1785 was 
the offer of (ireat Britain; at the time the right honourable 
gentleman (he believed) had called the meafure the Irifh pro- 
pofitions, and ftated them as coming from Ireland. He had 
now confelfed the fail, and acknowledged (more perhaps 
than he meant to admit) that the propofitions‘ were Englifti 
propofltions, fent originally from lienee to Ireland, tlfen feat 
back and ultimately returned from England in a ftiape widely 
altered from their, original appearance. The right honour- 
able gentleman had talked of delufion, and hinted that thofe 
who endeavoured to open tlie eyes of the Parliament of Ire- 
land, were afhamed to avow their condiidl. The rigjit ho- 
nourable gentleman was miftaken. He gloried in the fhaue 
which he had taken in that tranfaftion. The offer had been 
infidious, and under colour of commercial advantage, the 
conftitution of Ireland was endeavoured to be bartered away. 

Mr. Flood next took notice of what he termed the right 
honourable gentleman’s declaration, that till Ireland afked to 
have the propofitions revived, flie was to expeft no favour 
from Great Britain. He faid that it reminded him of the 
declaration of the right lionoiirahle gentleman (a member of 
that Houfe) in an eminent fituation in Ireland, who had ob- 
tained an addrefs as a fan^^ion of the meafui'e, ^and who tri- 
umphantly told the Houfe of Commons of Ireland, that in 
lefs than three months, when the people were undeceived, 
and the delufion in which they had been involved cleared up, 
they would come in numbers to the Houfe, execrate thofe 
members who had been moft a£five in oppofing that mafs of 
propofitions, fome parts of which they had been told was 
Englilh^ fome part Irifh, fome commercial, and fome politi- 
cal, and earneftJy implore their revifal. To enfiire this tri- 
umph, fome thoufand copies, accompanied with the addrefs 
to the Lord Lieutenant, had been printed and dillemiuated 
throughout the kingdom of Ireland, but to that day, no man 
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fed ventured to mention the revival of the propofitions in 
Parliament, nor was it at all likely that they Ihould. Mr. 
Flood faid, that he hoped it would not be thought that he 
had obtruded the fubjed of Ireland upon the Houfe. It had 
been agitated fora confiderabJe time before he interfered, nor 
fliould he have faid thus much had he not thought that his 
Iilence would have been deemed a dereliftioil on his part, of 
a caufe which it would ever be his pride to affift in maintain- 
ing and fupporting. 1 here was foiiiething fo high in the 
tone of the right honourable gentleman, that it ftruck his ear 
as extraordinary; he could not imagine that the right honour- 
able gentleman meant any thing perfonal, but he begged 
leave to lay, that no man living ihould hrow beat him, or 
awe him into an unbecoming lilence. 

Mr. w. Mr. //^. Grenville faid, that in the firft place he hoped no 

Cifeuville. man would believe that he meant to brow beat the right ho- 
nourable gentleman ; and far lels could behave intended to 
have Hood up as profeffing to entertain any fentiment inimi- 
cal to the interefts of Ireland. To the contrary he profeiTed 
and felt a warm aifedlion and fincere regard, grounded on 
principles of perfonal gratitude for paft kindneiles and at- 
tentions to himfelf, and on a variety of dear and interefting 
confiderations. In the progrefs of the Irifh propofitions 
through that Houfe, he had been adluated by thofe princi- 
ples, and had ftoPd up as the friend of Ireland to ftem the 
torrent of prejudice, to rellft and oppofe the objeftions of 
interefled individuals, and to reafon into filerrce and convic- 
tion the grouncllefs alarms and apprehenfions of thofe ma- 
nufa 61 urers who, mifled by faitious men, were taught to be 
terrified'at imaginary evils, and to expect dangers never like- 
ly to happen. Mr. Grenville Hated the objedl and end of the 
Irifli propofitions to have been, for Great Britain to grant to 
Ireland as full a participation of her cpmmercial advantages 
as could be permitted confiHently with her own fafety, and 
to fecure aluitable return. The idea of its being intended 
toalTume the power of legiflating for Ireland, he contended. 
Was nothing more than an empty phantom, railed by the 
machinations of fophiflry to frighten the parliariient of Ire- 
land from accepting one of the greateH boons ever offered 
to one country by the impulfe of the liberal and affeftionate 
feelings of another. 

Mr.Fox. reprobated the|^]ea that notiung beneficial to Ire- 

land was to be thought of, becaufe fhe had refufed the pro- 
pofitions of 1785. He entered into a detail of the nature of 
thofe propofitions, 'ftated his own condu6(: refpedling them, 
and Concluded with moving, by way of amendment, that 
the^words, this day fe’nnight,” be mferted in tlie motion^ 
infteadof the word 


Mr, 
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Mr. Pelham feconded the. inotion, declaring, tha| heMr.V^ia ‘ 
flipuld have moved it, had not his right honourable friend 
jnade fuch amendment. He took notice of that part of the 
treaty which referred to the Methuen treaty with Portugal, 

Hating feveral cogent arguments to prove, that our connec- 
tion with the Court of Lifbon was of the moft ferious im- 
porta'^ce. Among other bad confequences of a rupture be- 
tween Great Britain and Portugal, he inftanced the danger 
of our fuffering the Family Compaft to be ftill farther 
ftrengthened; a circumftance which he defcribed, as by no 
means improbable, fince thegrandfon. of the King of Spain 
had lately been married- to tl^e Infanta of Portugal. At 
length, the qneftionwas put, and the Houfe divided ; Ayes, 

(that the word *Giow’’ Hand part of the queftion) 158. 

Noes, 70. 

"1 he refolutions were then read a fecond time, and the 
queftion put upon each ref'peitively. 

Mr. Francis alked (when the cambric and lawn refolu- Mr. Fr«ia* 
tions were read) why the prohibition on laces was not taken 
oif. Anfwered by Mr. Grenville and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that it was. • 

I'he refolutions on muflins and millinery inducffed a con- 
verfation on the Eaft-India Company’s affairs, between Mr.^ 

Fox, Mr. Duadas, Mr. Francis, Major Scott, and Mr. 

Baring. 

At length, after a defultory converfation, it was agreed to 
in toto. 

Mr. Beaufey gave notice, that he would to-morrow move Mr. Batk 
for an addrefs to his Majefty, informing him, that in com- 
pliance with his moft gracious fpeech, they had entered into 
the confideration of the commercial treaty with France, 
with which, after due deliberation, they had come to a vote 
of concurrence. 

Mr. Bnrke rofe to befpeak the attention of the Houfe to a Burke 
matter of confiderable importance, and which he thought it 
incumbent upon him to fuggeft, though he did not mean to 
conclude what he had to fay with any formal notice or mo- 
tion. The fubjiedt he wiftied to call their attention to, was 
the impeachment pf Mr* Haftings, the proceedings on which 
were now arrived to that fort of length that feemed to make 
it neceffary that fome ftep fhould be taken> in order to ren- 
der the perfon and property of Mr. Haftings amenable to 
juftice. At prefent, though i||noft refpedtable and decided 
mojority of tHeir Committee rara folemnly determined that 
there was matter of impeachment in two of the principal, 
inpft ferious and inoH weighty articles, that had been exhi- 
})i|ted before the Parliament, or rather before the Houfe of 
Cpmnjpns, Mu ,pA|ttings vyas at bis full liberty, participat- 
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irjg freely in all the enjoyments and pleafure$ of focial life. 
Atter tlie Houfe, therefore, had fixed fubilantially its ftig? 
ina, which was furely a. grave and confiderable degree of cen** 
fure, it became them, for the fake of their own jullice, for 
the fake of juftice to the party, and, from a variety of con- 
Cderations, to proceed, as foon as the circumllances of the 
cafe would admit, to put the matter in a way to have final 
judgement paffed. The affairs and tranfadlions of India, in 
which the fails criminally charged on Mr. Hailings had been 
under the confideration of that Houfe above feven years; and 
the proceedings relative to the impeachment had now been 
going on for two feffions, iti/the cimrfe of which, as he had 
before mentioned, two charges implicating and involving a 
confiderable (hare of criminality, had been inveftigated and 
affirmed. In all matters of criminal juftice, two things 
ought to be avoided with the utm^Jft caution, percipitation 
and ralhnefs in urging accufation and puftiing forward to do 
jcifion; and on the other hand unneceffary delay and tediouf- 
nefs in proceeding to obtain a trial of the charge, after it had 
been determined upon folemn and minute invelligation of the 
alledged criminal fadls, that there were flrong grounds for 
accufatlojl. The flownefs of their deliberating upon the 
alledged criminal fads, and the cautious minutenefs of their 
inquiry irjto their validity, were matters of notoriety; but 
thofe circumllances he confidered as likely to give them ad- 
vantage in their future proceedings towards the obtainment 
of judgement. Mr. Burke declared he had not formed any 
diftind and ultimate idea what would be the moft advifeable 
mode for the Houfe to purfue, but it certainly behoved them 
to take fome Heps to manifell to the people of Great Britain, 
whofe eyes w^ere fixed upon them and upon their meafures, 
in a matter of fo much importance, as well to Jet it go forth 
to the perfons with a view to do juftice t|^ whom, though 
living in a remote quarter of the globe, that Houfe had ta- 
ken fuch proper pains, that they were in earneft, and that 
they intended to bring the profecution to a ferious iflue, with 
all the difpatch that decency could warrant. In the prefent 
cafe, from perhaps a laudable candour, the JHoufe had not 
proceeded after the old eftabliftied precedents in cafes of im- 
peachment, but had formed themfelves into what might pro- 
perly be called a Committee of inquiry, in order to afcertaiii 
whether there wer-e fit grounds of impeachment or not; they 
had now found that there grounds, and having donefo, 
t^e fooncr they reforted to toc ancient mode of proceeding 
the bettert Their mode of proceeding hitherto, whatever 
difference of opinion there might be as to its propriety, every 
man who knew any thing of the ulage and praflice of Par- 
liament in cafes of impeachment, mujft agree that it was al- 

together 
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Mr. 5//? contended that if it' was to be eftabliflied as a Mr. Bmkc. 
rule that no'perfon who might be afterwards impeached 
iliould give evidence relating to that on which he might be 
impeached, it would be impoffibleto gain any evidence. Mr. 

Ha/tings had deflroyed all official information; no evidence 
Could be gained there; it muft then be procured from his con* 
fidentials, of whom Sir Elijah Impc.y was one. 

Mr. IJurke added, that, upon this occalion, he muft be re- 
garded as certainly not the leaft infignilicant party concern- 
ed, and therefore it was material for him, as profecutor of Mr. 

Haftings to lol'e none of the rights of prolecutipn ; the pro- 
fecutor could not infill: <#i the evidence criminating himfelf; 
nor was it to be fuppoftd that Sir Elijah would be led into 
any fclf exam! nation. 'I'hat gentleman was not as ignorant 
as a poor ruftic, lie had filled important lituntions. It his 
evidence fhould beohje^fted to, it w^ould anfwerto faying, you 
ftiall not he I'een for fear of being cramped; a judge, a learn- 
ed man, to be emhavraiTed bv an unlearned man, is not pro- 
l)able, it cannot be done. He was private fecretary to Mr. 

Haftings, and was pofTefteil of the principal correl^^ondencc 
relative to Farruckabad. It gentlemen contenefed againft 
admitting Sir Elijali ^ftnipey's evidence, he certainly would 
take the fenfe of the Coinmifee upon it. Parliament exa- 
mined the South-Sea Direflors, and afterwards impeached 
them. Mr. Ciuiii- 

Mr. Chancellor P/// obferved, that his right honourable 
and learned friend (Mr. Dundas) r.ather referred his argu- 
ments to the opinion of thofe gentlemen carrying on the 
profeciition, than meaning to take the fenie of the Com- 
mittee. Mr. Pitt was of the fame opinion with Mr. 

Hundas, but had no obje61;ion to Sir Eiijali Impey’s being 
examined — he |ii ought it would be proper for the chairman 
to give notice to Sir Elijah Impcy, that it was probable lie 
might be Impeached, and that the circuhiftances on whicli he 
was to be examined might be conneded with the charges 
againft him. Mr. Burke, 

Mr. P//r^^s?had no objeflion to the chairman giving that 
information to Sir Elijah Impey, EIc con'ended, that if a 
Minifter was impe:ichcd, it would not be thought improper 
to examine the Secretaries of State, tl)ongh an impeachment 
might be lodged againft them tor their lliarein thebufinefs. 

He was certain that if an impeachment was lodged agaiqft 
the right honourable gentleman (Mr.. Pitt) which he fincere- 
ly hoped to (jod would never happen, either for corruption 
in office, for peculation, or even for the French treaty, the 
Secretaries and his other colleagues might be called on for 
* evidence, though they might themfelves be afterwards im- 
peached. 

Voi;. XXI. Nn 


Mr. 
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Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor oblerved, that if fuch evidence was 
cdlor Pat. fuffered to he taken, it would difarm juilice; and lie 
fliould be allianied of any Minifter who held a contrary doc- 
trine. 

Mr. Phipp:, Mr. faid, that wdienever Sir Elijah Impey refiifed 

to give evidence, it would then be in fa6t evidence againft 
hinifelf. He thought public juliice might go on without 
inch leverity; and if Sir Elijah linpey was examined, lie 
would not ilay in the Houfe, and he would take care not to 
look at any pa«>ers which had his evidence, as he would not 
be bialfed by lucli evidence, taken froin ail unprote6led King’s 
evidence. 

It was at len.gth «ajrreed that the Chairman fliould inform 
Sir Elijah Impey, that a criminal proleculion might be in- 
ftigaled againil him for extra-official, and other conduft, 
“ during his leiulence in India, and that tlie tircumllances 
on which he was to be examined, may he c:onneJ:ded with 
the charges which might be exliibited againil liim.” Sir 
Elijah Imj>ey was then called, and tlit Chairman having 
given hiFa tlie above information, 

^?ir Elijah Sir Elihh Impey faid, thank you, Sir; but being con- 
impcy. u feious of no guilt, and having part of my conduct 
which I vvilli to fecrete, I liave no objeclion to give the 
Committee the fulleft information in my power.” 

Mr. Burke then proceecled In the examination; after 
which, and Mr. :Mijdleion's exanuiiation, the Houfe ad- 
journed. 

lVednejdii\y 2 if I February. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pht gave notice tliat he would, on the 
cellorPat. Monday move for the Houfe to rclolvc itfelf into a 

Committee of the wh(||e Houfe, to take ii#o confideration 
certain refointions for the confulldation of the duties on cuf- 
tohis, &c. and trial he ihould on tliat d.ay alfo move, that the 
relclutioiis from the Committee on the commercial treaty, 
lately reported, and agreed to by the Houfe, Ihould be re- 
ferred to the faid Committee. ^ 

Mi.Pcihuin Mr. Pelham delired to know^, "whether the right lionour- 
able gentleman meant to unite the confolidation of duties and 
the refointions on the commercial treaty in one bill, or to 
keep them feparate, and make each the fubje£t of a diftin^l 
bill. 

Mr. (ban- Mr. Chancellor Pi// anfwered, that any member whatf®- 
cclloj pitt. evermufl, like bimfelf, remaim totally at a lofs to difeover 
the futuie nature of the decifion of the Houfe in themattci 
alluded to by the honourable gentleman; which ever way ap- 
j eare^to the Houfe moft proper to adopt, undoubtedly, that 
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muft be the way followed. In his opinion the uniting the 
two objedts in one bill would be the propereft proceeding, 
as they were neceffarily relative to each other, and, in fomc 
degree, immediatfely conne£leJ. 

Mr. Blackburne remarked, that as the tre;ity had, under- 
gone a confiderable degree of difcuffion, he would not at- burnue. 
tempt to take up the time of the Houfe, by going into a de- 
tail of its merits, but would content himfelf with obferving,' 
that it appeared to Jiim, from the moft ferious attention 
which he had been able to pay to it, to be likely to become 
prodiicSlive of the moft beneficial confequences to Great Bri- 
tain. The Ideffings of jj^ace wwild be rendered more per- 
manent, a circumihince highly fortunate and cleurable after 
fo long and fo unfortunate a war. In tine courfe of the dif- 
cuHlons whicli had taken place upon the iVibjedt in that 
Houfe, he obferved that great ftrefs had been laid upon the 
Oj'jinio.n of the manufaiiurers: He was therefore extremely 
happy to be able to aflure the Houfe from his own know- 
ledge, that the mnnufad'turcrs of tlie county which he had 
the honour to reprefen t, not only approved of it, but were 
exceedingly anxious that the treaty lliould be erfrried into 
execution with as littl^delay as poilible. As a proof, that 
thefe were the feiitiments of at leaft a very large defeription 
of manufacturers, Mr. Blackburne produced an authentic 
letter, which he had that day received by the port from Man- 
chefter, and which, he begged permiftion to rcvid to the 
Jdoufe. He accordingly read the following letter : 

AlamhcfiCr^ Feb. ig. 

“ At a fpecial meeting, held here this evening, of the 
Committee of f\iftian Manufacturers, 

“ Refolved unaniinoufly, that as feveral Refolutions have 
been publifhed in the I,ondon Papers, by the general 
Chamber of Manufacturers of Britain, exprelTing 

doubts relative to the exi^ediency of the treaty of com- 
5^ mei;ce lately concluded between this kingdom and France, 
and petition figned by fome of the members of the 
Chamber haying been prefented to the Houfe of Com- 
mons, praying Parliament to defer the confideration of the 
faid treaty, until the petitioners fiiall have time to fatisfy 
themfelves relative to feveral points alluded to in the faid 
‘5 Refolutions and petition, 

We, the Committee appointed at a General Meeting of 
the Fuftian ManufaClurers, for the purpofe of corref- 
ponding with the Lords pf the Committee of Council, 
refpeCling the comn^ercial arrangements between this 
country and France, thinh it incumbent on i;s to declare, 
that no perfon has been appointed by us as a Delegate to 
the General Chamber of Manufacturers. 

N n 2 


That 
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That after the nioft matine deliberation, we are nna- 
nitnoufly of opinion, that the commercial treaty between 
Great Britain and France will be highly beneficial to the 
cotton manufadturers of this town and neighbourhood, 
and we hope and truft, that Parliament will with all pro- 
per expedition proceed to render the faid treaty effica- 
cious. 

By order of the Committee, 

John Kearsly, Chairman.” 
Mr. Blackburne now rnoved an Addrefs in the following 
words: 

‘‘ That an humble Addrefs be pf^fented to Flis Majefl y, af- 
furing His Majefly that we had taken into our mofl ferious 
confideration tlie provifion contained in the treaty of navi- 
gation and commerce, concluded between His Majelty and 
the Moll Chriilian King; and we beg leave to approach His 
Majelty with our fincere and grateful acknowledgments for 
this additional proof of His MajeAy’s conllant attention to 
the welfare and happinefs of his people. 

“ Th:tt we fliall proceed with all proper expedition in tak- 
ing fuch fieps as may he neceflliry for giving eftcdl to a fyf- 
tern fo well calculated to promote beneficial intercourfe be- 
tween Great Britain and France, and to give permanence to 
the blcflings of peace. 

1 hat it is our perfuafion that we cannot more eflecAually 
confult the general intt^refls of our country and the glory 
of His Majelly’s reign, than in concurring in a meafurc 
that tends to the extenfion of trade, and the encouragement 
of induAry and manufactures, the genial fonrccs of national 
wealtli, and the fureA foundation of the profpeiity and hap- 
pinefs of His Majvlly’s dominions.” 

Captain The honourable Ca^iin Berkeley remarked that he could 
Berkeley, fecond the motionwithout declaring, in the fame mo- 
ment, that it gave him fingular fatisfa6lion to exprefs his 
hearty and fincere aj^probation of one of the beA, and he 
would fay, one of the moA popular commercial treaties, 
into which this country had ever entercid. The honourable 
gentleman who made the motion, had produced a copy of a 
letter Aating in the moA unequivocal terms, the due fenfe 
ivhicli the fuAian manufaflmers of LancaAiire entertained 
of the treaty of commerce lately concluded with the Moff 
CliriAian King; and be had alfo in his haiad authentic papers 
from the inanufa6lurers of a county, not the moA incon- 
fiderable for its valuable woollen manufactures, the county 
w]»ich he had the honour to repreferit. The woollen manu'r 
fa6lurers of GlouceAerAiire bad communicated their fenti- 
inetus to him upon the fubjedt, and had requeAed of him to 
A ate their entire fatisfadion with the treaty, and their ear- 
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neft wiflies to have it fpeedily carried into execution. Nor 
yvas it from the fentiments of the manufadturers of this 
county alone that he colledlied his opinion that the treaty 
held out the moft flattering profpedt to Great Britain ; he 
colledled'it in an equal manner from the manufafturers of 
France. The manufadturers of the towns of Rouen and 
Abbeville, tvvo of the greatell woollen manufadluri ng tovyns 
in all France, had afleinl)led and folemnly declared, that if 
the Parliament of Great Britain approved of the treaty, and 
carried it into execution, their manufadtures muft he niiiiecl ; 
fo little al)le were they to cope with Britifli manufadlnres, 
and bear on a competition with them in any market. Ha- 
ving ftatecl tills, Mr. Berkeley took notice of the various ar- 
guments ufed to prove an infradlion of tlic Metliuen treaty, 
or tliat it was done away entirely. He denied that the com- 
mercial treaty with France contained any thing which could 
affect the Methuen treaty, or alter our lituation with Por- 
tugal in any degree wlnitloever. Now if tha fadt were true, 
that it had been laid in another Houfe of Parliament, that 
Portugal was at that time negociating with P'rance,for the 
latter to monopolize all her Brazil cotton, in that cafe he 
Ihould contend tliat Portugal was guilty of an infradtion of 
the treaty, and that we had confecjuently a right to complain 
of abrcacli of faith in Portugal, inftead of Portugal having 
any caufe of complaint to alledge againll Great Britain. It 
was, he believed, cullomary, on fuch occalions as the pre- 
fent, to pay a compliment to the Miiiifrer of the day, and 
he would avail liinifelf of the ufage, by declaring that he 
held in his hand a teilimonial of the grateful fenfe which the 
manufadlurers of Glouceflerfliire entertained of the meritori- 
ous condudl of the right honourable gentleman near him, in 
having made a treaty, in llio liighefl: degree flattering to the 
manufadlurers of Great Britain. Tl# compliment was the 
more valuable from its flnceilty, fince it was well known 
that the inhabitants of the county of Gloucetter bad been 
adverfe to the right honourable gentleman, when he firft 
came into office, but that they now confeflTed themfclves 
converts to his fpotlefs integrity, and were convinced that he 
was the heir of his great father’s eminent public virtues, and 
had no objcdl in view but the good of his country. 

Mr. Grey (member for Northumberland) now remarked Mi*. Grey, 
that it was not without feludlance that he rofe for the iirft 
time in this Houfe, to fraud forward in debate upon a meafure, 
which, from the vaft variety of interefts it embraced, from 
the extent of knowledge it comprehended, and, above all, 
from the total change it muft occaflon both in the political 
and commercial fyflems of this country, may appear to re- 
quire more ferious argument and mote folid information than 
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lie could be fuppofed to pofl^fs. Fully imprefled with a fenfe 
of its magnitude and importance, he had Mtherto remained 
fijent during the difFereiit ftages of difeuffion through which 
it had pafled; nor ftiould he now have prefumed to trouble 
the Houfe, but that a circumllance had lately come to his 
knowledge, which appeared to him to be of the moft ferious 
moment, and which he thought it his duty to difclofe to the 
Houfe, as an additional caution to them *'o proceed with the 
greateft circumfpedlion, and not to preclude themfelves by a 
premature decifion (for the addrefs now moved appeared to 
him to be abfolutely decifive) fronj exercifing at any future 
period tljeir undifputed right of rejefting, if it fhould appear 
wife to them to dp fo, the treaty that has been laid before 
them. Before he opened this cirpumftance, however, he 
fhould fhortly advert to the arguments ufed hy the honour- 
able members who moved and feconded this addrefs. 

Both of thefe honourable gentlemen laid great ftrefs on 
the general acqiiiefcence of the people ; but as the proof of 
that acquiefceiice was founded only on univerfai fiillnefs 
throughout the nation, Mr. Grey faid that he muft beg leave 
to obje*(5t to a negative argument of that fort, as he never 
could admit that a filence of complaint can be conftrued in- 
to pofitivc approbation. Their next argument was derived 
from the approbation of the manufadlurcrs whom this treaty 
moft immediately afFedfed, and both produced fuch docu- 
ments from their refpe^live conftituents as would npt give 
him room to doubt of the fa6]b. However, he muft: objeft 
to this argument alfo, as he ftiould at all times to the autho- 
rity of any men, who, though intrinfically honeft and up- 
right, are, from their fituation, open to the impreflions of 
perfonal advantage. For his own part, he could have no 
doubt, but, from the prefen t allowed fuperiority of ourma- 
nufadtures to thofe of France, we fhould derive a tempo- 
rary advantage ; and it was this circumftance which ought tp 
make us the more cautious in paying a too implicit belief tq 
the opinions of manufaftyrers who mgy have their minds 
divefted from a confideration of the future confequences of 
a fyftem which liolds out to them a feducing profpedl of im- 
lliediate gain. But, more particularly, muft he objeft to an 
admillion of their opinions at this moment in favour of the 
treaty of navigation and commerce with France, when he 
found them diredUy contradidled by their evidence given upoq 
oath on the fubjedl of the Jrifh propofitions. And indeed 
the principles laid down by them at that feafon weighed infi- 
nitely more with him than their prefent opinions, when he 
recolledled that they then had fufficient time for mj\ture de- 
liberation, without the influence of prefent intereft to warp 
'their judgement or biafs their underftandings. But the right 

honourable 
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honourable gentleman who fecorided the addrefs, had, to the 
approbation of t1ie Engliih, added the diflatisfadtion cf the 
French manufadlurers, as a concurring argument to prove 
the good effedls which we might expedt would follow the 
conclufion of this treaty. That honourable gentleman was 
moll fortunately fituated to colledl documents of both, of 
the firll, as reprefentative of a great manufadluring county, 
and of the lall, (he imagined) through the medium of fome 
French connedlion. He expedled, however, that he at lealt 
would have relied his arguments on more fubllantial grounds, 
and being perfonally interefled in the profperity of our navy^ 
lioped to have heard from him in what manner this treaty 
was likely to increafe our maritime llrength, and extend our 
navigation. But the right honourable gentleman had been 
totally filent on that head ; and Mr, Grey added, if he could 
j^irove to him, that, fo far from increafing our marine, this 
treaty w^as big with abfolute ruin to it, he trulled that 
he would give up the temporary interefls of manufadlurers 
to thofe more folid ones, in which conlill the power and glo- 
ry of Great Britain. 

it had been contended, that this treaty was to do away 
our antient jealoufies and antipathies, and introduce a fylleni 
of amity and good will to be produilivc of thofe advantages 
to both nations, which may be naturally expedled to flow 
from a mutual interchange of good offices. But was this a 
time for laying afide jealoufies, when our enemy was more 
than in a fituation to extend that power which mull ever 
be regarded as moll dangerous to our interells ? Was there 
any one who really believed in the fair profeflion and I'edu- 
cing promifes of the Court of PVance ? Was there any one 
that could fuppofe, that, in the advantages'held out to us in 
this treaty, (if advantages they were) Ihe could have any but 
an infidious view ? 

Aut ulla putatis 

Dona carere doUs tehacem ? 

Mr. Grey faid, that he would not go in fearch of the 
numberlels inllances which might be quoted, where we had 
been deceived and out-negociated. He had in his hand a re- 
cent proof, drawn from the very moment when this nego- 
ciation was pending, in the midll of thefe fair profeflions 
and cordial alTurances, in which the right honourable gentle- 
man oppolite placed fo much confidence, which fufficiently 
proved what the? view of France had been in the negociation 
of this treaty^ 

A right honourable member (Mr. Flood) who fpoke iii the 
fecond debate upon this fubjedt with equal eloquence and abi- 
lity, Varned this Houfe agaiiift enabling France, by, the 
means of this treaty, to fecure to herlclf the trade of Ame- 
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rlca. That right honourable gentleman forefinv, that, by 
the credit we Ihould afFord her, France would be able to 
fupply her own want of capital, and making herfelf the de-* 
pohtary of commerce between us aqd America, to carry it 
on in French bottoms, to the equal advantage aqd increafe 
of her own marine and the diminution of that of Ciircat Bri- 
tain* ]lut though that right honourable gentleman argued 
wii'elv, and foreTaw what was probable, it Jlppeared tliat he 
little iliought that liis aj)prehenlions were a^lually realized, 
and that tins favourite, he believed he might lay this prijici- 
pal, o!)ie6l of the Court of France in the negociation of this 
treaty, was already in part completed. On the 26th of Sep- 
tember r1ie treaty was figned by Mr. Eden; on tlie 2gd of 
Oclober a letter was written by Mr. de Calonne, with the 
King’s authority, to the American Miniiler, Mr. JefFerfon, 
for this vei y purpole : it \\:\s to tliis that he alluded in the be- 
ginning of liis Ipoech, and with the leave of the Houle he 
would now read it. 

^ Li'th'r acldrcjjttd to ^'homts *Jt"^erfon^ dlTintJtcr Plcnrpo-^ 

tcniiary of the Lhiited States of America^ 

SIR, F 0 lit alnble ally %%d Otlobcr 1786. 

AS it is the intention of the King to afTift the commerce 
of the Unifed States as mucli as poffible, I have the honour 
to communicate to you ibme meal’ures which have been 
adopted in relation to it. 

In a letter of the 9th of January 1784 to the Marquis 
de la Fayette, 1 acquainted him, that inllead of two free 
ports promifed to tlie United States by the treaty, the King 
had determined to allow tliem four, which has been juft put 
hi execution ; and I piomiied him to give my attention to 
the cuftoms and duties upon exports wliich embarrals com- 
merce, obferving to hhn at tlic fame time that tliis ohjc6l 
required very great pains in the accompliftiment : it is not 
yet completed. In anotlier letter 1 informed him, that his 
Maje»vy had taken olF tlie duties upon the exportation of 
brandies, and 1 hoped that tliis fuppreffion would he ufeful 
to the American commerce ; and I promifed him aljb, tliat 
the duties of the King and the admiralty, which were to be 
paid by an American veflel upon her arrival in the French 
ports, fhonid be diminillied, and; tliat what remained of 
them fhould be reduced to a fingle duty, to be regulated 
according to the number of mafts or the draught of water, 
and not after the too uncertain eftimation of gauging. 
I'his reduiftion requires an exadl knowledge of all the duties 
which are cpllefled in the ports, and as they confift of a 

great 
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great number of dIfFerent forts;, the f^atements which I aha 
now procuring of are not yet finiftied. 

You know, Sir, that the King has appomted a particular 
committee to examine into our commercial conneiltons with 
the United States, and that the Marquis^ cie la Fayette ha? 
prefented to them a fyftem analogous tp the ideas which are 
exprefTed in your letter to the Count de V ergennes ; but 
you perceive how irrjprudent W^ould he to hazard, bv a: 
change of fyftem, the produce of a branch of revenue which 
amounts to 28 millions, unlefs it were in a cafe of the great- 
eft necelTity. After a 'full difcuflioii of every circmnftancc' 
wliich can operate at this time in favour of the importa- 
tion of tlie American tobaccos into 1 - Vance, it has been 
<letermined, not tliat the contradl with Mr, Mortis fliould 
be fruftrated, but that after the expiration of it, no edn- 
traft of the lame kind fliould ever be made, :fnd that in the 
mean time the farmers general Ihould engage to purchafe 
annually about 15,000 hogflieads of American tobaccos, 
coming diredly from the United States in French or Ame- 
rican bottoms, at the fiune.prices and upon the fame terms 
wliich are ftipulated in the contraA made with Mr. Morris. 

You will recolleft, Sir, that during the time when refo- 
lutions were forming upon the fubje 61 : of the applications 
maefe in favour of the whale oils, the M. de la Fayette had 
made a particular agreement with Mr. Sangrain, that he 
Ihould receive remittances of that article to the value of 
800, eoo livres, and that 1 had granted him pafTports to dif- 
charge this firll cargo from all duties whatfoever; the fame 
Mr. Sangrain afterwards made a contraiS: with the mer- 
chants of hofton for 400,000 livres per annum for fix years, 
for which his Majefty promrfed ilte fame advantages which 
are enjoyed by the Hanfe towns. 

This fubjed' having been lately examined in a more gene- 
ral point of view, the Miniftry to whom the Committee 
had given an account of their plan, conformable with the 
M. de la Fayette’s requeft and your opinion, for the entire 
abolition of all duties upon oils, have determined that this 
plan cannot he carried into effeft at prefent by realbn of en- 
gagements fublifting wVth other nations. They have only 
been able to infure the fame favours and the fame modera- 
tion in refpetft to duties for ten years to the whale oil, tlic 
fpermaceti, and every tiling comp rehen deil mndcr thofe de- 
nominations, coming from the United States in French or 
American bottoms, which the Hanfe towns enjoy. 

His Majefty hopes that the commercial connections be- 
tween the United States and France will become fo exten- 
five as to induce him to continue the efFe( 5 t of this provifio- 
nal decree; and as it has been obferved in the Committee 
Vox:. XXI. - O o that 
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that a conCderable manufadturing duty was collefted 011 the 
moft favoured whale oil, and indeed upon tlie oils of tliis 
kingdom itfelf, his Majefty agrees to abolifli this manufac- 
turing duty with refpeft to the whale oils and fpermaceti 
romlng direclly from the United States on board American 
or fhench veflel,s, fo that thefe oils and fpermaceti will only 
have to pay, in confideration of all duties whatfoever, du- 
ring ten years, a duty of 7 livres 10 fols, and the lo fols per 
livre; this laft addition of 10 fols per livre only to continue 
until the year 179O. 

It has been determined to make partrcular inquiries into 
the confiimption of Carolina rice<x in I'rance, and to take 
meafures to encourage the importation of it. 

In confecjuericc of reprefeiitalions which have been made 
to him of the confiduiable duties laid upon the pot alh and 
pearl aili of America, as well as upon the Ikins and furs of 
the call or, and upon raw liides, liis iMajelly has I'upprelliA 
all the duties laid upon thefe articles ot the growth of the 
United States and coming from thence on board of I'lench 
or American velfels. He will alfo attend to giving due en- 
couragement to all the branches of the fur trade. 

His i\;Iajell:y has alfo con fen ted to difcl large from all du- 
ties the malls, yards, timbers of all kinds, the red cedar, 
the green oak, in a word, all woods made ufe of in fhip- 
luiilding coming from the United States in French or Ame- 
rican bottoms. 

The Committee having alfo reprefented that there was a 
duty of 5 per cent, upon the purchafe of foreign-built vef- 
fels, and that this duty was injurious to the fale of Ameri- 
can vefTels, his Majefly has been plenfed to take the matter 
into his confideration, and to exempt from all duties rlie 
purcliafe of veffils which fliall be proved to have been built 
in the United States. 

His Majefly has granted the abolition of the very heavy 
duties laid upon trees, llirubs, and feeds of trees, in favour 
of all the cargoes of them from the United States and fliip- 
ped in French or American velfels. 

As it has been reprefented tliat the ftate of Virginia is 
procuring a fupply of arms to he made in France for their 
militia, regulations have been made to take away the prohi- 
bitions, which until this time have prevented the exporta- 
tion of arms and gunpowder, as well as the duties required, 
in cafes wbere particular permiflions are granted, and to 
the United States liberty, wdien they fliall fo defire, of im- 
porting arms, fullls, and gunpoW'der from France, provided 
it be in French or American veflek, and that thefe articles 
fliall be fubjeft to a very moderate duty, intended only to 
calculate the exportations. Finally, his Majefty has lliewn 

the 
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the fame favourable clifpolition to the requeft made to the 
Committee to fupprefs the confiderable duties which exili, 
at prefent, upon books and papers of every kind. His Ma^ 
jelly takes off all dutties upon articles of this kind fent tp 
the United States and fhipped onboard French or American 
veffels. 

It is with pleafure, Sir, that I communicate to you thefe 
difpofitioris of his Majelly, which ferve as a new teftimo- 
jiial to you of the delire which he has to unite in the moil: 
intimate manner the commerce of the two nations, and of 
tlie favourable attention which he will always pay to pro- 
pofals whiclr fhall be made to him in the name of the 
United iStn res of America. 

1 have the honour to he, with a fincere attachment. 

Sir, your moft humble 

and moff obedient fervarit, 
(Signed) De Calonne. 

Your nation, Sir, will doubtlefs be pleafed to find the 
facilities wliich the King has granted for the export of Bour- 
deaux, de Ciuienne, and de Touraine wfines, and the fnp- 
preffion of difierent duties laid upon them by different de- 
crees of Council, witli which the M. de la Fayette will 
make yon acquainted. 

Here (Mr. Grey obferved) was a long firing of concef- 
fious on the part of France, without the flip ulat ion of a 
fingle article of reciprocity from America in return. Arneri* 
ca was not only put on the footing of the m©fi favoured Eu- 
ropean nations, hut greater advantages than any European 
nation enjoys were given to her by taking oft’ the internal 
duties upon her oils. She was allowed to import arms, am- 
munition, and every warlike ftore, of which Ihe might Hand 
in need; in Ihort, file received every tiling that the kindell 
friend could give, or the moft favoured nation could ex- 
pert : for what did France fiipulate in return ? for nothing. 
But was this the efit^dl of mere principles of benevolence in 
P' ranee? Did France really expe6l no equivalent ? Yes, flie 
expedled an equivalent in a monopoly of that trade which 
we once enjoyed, and wliich fupplied us with two kinds 
our commercial marine. She expelled an equivalent in the 
augmentation of her own navy, and the ruin of that of Great 
Britain. But it might be anfwered, that thefe conceffioris 
on the part of France did not interfere with our treaties, and 
that we could not prevent them. True, we could not; but 
we could prevent their ill effedts in negociating ourfelves with 
America, a treaty that would give us at leall a fliare in the 
advantages to be derived from a commercial connedlion with 
that country. And here it might be proper to aik Miiiifters 
what it was that prevented us fromfforming fuch a connec- / 
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tioil ? Was it that it would lie iuconfifteat with the political 
intcrefts of this ki/igdom ? No; for (M^. Grey added) he 
would take upon him to aflert, that no connect ion which 
.could be devifed would he fo eligible for this kingdom, or fo 
cojifillent with the views of true political wifdom. Was it 
then that America was averfe to any treaty with Great Bri- 
tain ? Mr. Grey hoped that he Ihould not be hereafter quoted’" 
as having faid tl>at he had a commercial treaty with America 
in his pocket, when he declared that, fo f^r from that being 
the cafe, he had the beft reafons for believing that America 
was both willing and eager to en.ter into negociation with us 
,on fair and equitable terms. But it might be proper to exar- 
mine a little nearer the conduft of France on this occafion. 
Mr. Ede.li was fcnt over to Paris to negociate a treaty of na- 
vigation and commerce. Pending that negociation, a pro- 
clamation was ilFued from hence excluding American fhips 
from Britifh ports. Did France take advantage of this ftep 
which tended to fcparate and alienate ftill farther from us 
the minds of the Americans to court them at that time into 
hisS ports? No; that perhaps wpuld have opened too foon the 
/iyes of this natioi), and perhaps impeded the conclufion of 
this treaty to which her moil ardent willies had e'^er been di- 
redled. She waited therefore tillMinilJers were fo far pledged, 
that they had it no longer in their power to recede, till they 
were completely hampered in this negociation ; flie then ot- 
jfered thefe fair ones, meaning thereby to fecure to herfelf a 
great commercial .mine, and raife (he muft once more re- 
peat it) her navy on the ruin of that of Great Britain* Here 
.then was a glorious inilanceof the pacific difpolition of the 
Court of Ffance; file riegociates with us a treaty, a tempt- 
ing treaty (as it had been calletl) by which Ihe cuts ps off 
from the reft of Europe, and precludes the poffibility of our 
fortifying ourfelves by any new alliances, while (he obtains 
an abfolute ratification and acknowledgement of the Family 
Compaft, fecures herfelf at the head of a formidable confe- 
deracy, avowedly lioftile to our intereft, and lays the fouiir 
da t ion of a future trade in an exclufive trade with America, 
■which under fuch advantages muft inevitably become fupe- 
rior to ours. Mr. Grey added, that he trufted gentlemen 
would fee this in the light he did, and that we Ihould no 
longer be fo blind to every thing which w.e had read, to every 
thing whicli we had feen, to every thing that we had felt of 
French perfidy ; to aft which experieoce, derived from the 
hiftory of paft times, taught us; to all which our fufferings 
at this rnoipent proved, or to the authentic evidence of the 
paper vvhich fie had ipiy produced, as to imagine that the 
French could have any other objeft in view than this only. 
^9 which their ^pnftant invariable policy had always 
' jbeeij 
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been dire£led, the aggrandizeihent of their own country on 
the humiliation of this. The end of France had ever been 
the fame; it was only at this moment that fhe adopted the 
j)lan of a more enlightened policy, to fee ure that . objedt to 
which her former eftbrts had been incompetent. It was 
not that this ambition had changed its nature, and when? on 
the point of being completely gratified, had at once ex- 
;changed its former qualities for principles of forbearance and 
moderation. It was not that France, convinced of the in- 
jufiice of her former condudt, was willing to make an atone- 
ment to tliis country, by granting us a fair partition of mu- 
tual advantages, in order to eftablifli an equal and perma- 
nent fyftcm of peace. It was, that file liad at length dif- 
covered tlxat policy is preferable to force ; that Court enmi- 
ty, under the n^lk of fair profeffions, is more fure in its 
efi'ecSs than open violence ; and that, by negociation and 
intrigue, a fairer and fafer road is opened to the accomplifii- 
ment of her main objedi, than by the vigour of her arms or 
her prowel's in war. It was uppn this principle that France 
had now changed her meafures, but not loft fight of that 
which flie had fo long laboured to attain; and it was now 
her policy to feparate, to divide, to infulate us from the reft 
.of Europe; to render England not more completely an ifland 
in her local than in her political fituation; to form an im-, 
paflable gulph between us and America, with whom, upon ’ 
every principle of mutual intereft, we ought to be connedl- 
cd ; and having thus disjoined and detached us from thofc 
powers with whom we oxight naturally to feek for alliances, 
to wait till we flull be completely ftiackled in the fetters of 
this treaty, when fhe may purfue, uncontrolled, thofe 
fchemes of power which have fo often proved fatal to the 
repofe of Europe, and whirl) but for the efficient interference 
of her now debilitated rival, had gone well niglx to eflabliflx 
a fyftem of univerfal dominion. 

Mr. Grey now begged pardon of the Houfe for having 
thus long trefpafled on their indulgence, particularly as he 
had detained them from hearing the ftill more forcible ar- 
guments which might be expelled from perfons of much 
greater ability and ex^xerience than himfelf. He could not, 
however, fit down without begging that ‘his condinft on this 
Qccafion might not fuffer any mifconftru6lion. He hoped 
that he fliould not be fuppofed to oppofe this addrefs from 
any want of perfonal attachment, or refpefl: for His Maje- 
^y ; as he fliould always be one of the firft and moft eager 
to approach the throne with fentiments of true loyalty and 
veneration. He confidered this addrefs, however, as in- 
cluding a final approbation of this treaty, to which alone 
Jiis qppofition was intended, as he really in his heart believed 
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if to he the moft pernicious meafure that ever was prapofed 
to this Houfe, The right honourable gentleman oppohte to 
him would not, fie hoped, imagine that he acted from any 
perfonal prejudice againll him, or any party view whatever. 
He verily believed that the good of the country was what 
he had moft at heart, and however we might differ in our 
#)pinion of wliat meafiires were moit calculated to promote 
it, he trufted that he would render him the fame juft ice, in 
believing rliat his condudt upon this occafion had not been 
influenced by any finiiter motive. 

Mr. Haw- Mr. Hawk'ms Browne declared thiv^ it was evident from tlie 
kinsJBrownc the manufa6turers, that they approved the treaty, 

an approbation in which lie, for his own part, moft heartily 
concurred.. Indeed, the letter read by the honourable gen- 
tleman wdio moved the addrefs, and what had been urged 
by the honourable gentleman who feconded it, were incon- 
trovertible teltimonies that the fait was as he had ftated. 
Nay, he had it in his own power to corroborate and confirm 
the fa<ft. He had the honour to reprefent a manufa61:uring 
town, and lived in a county \^diere many of the great iron 
works \vere carried on. With tliofe manufadfurers he had 
converfed on the fubje(5l:, and learnt from them that they 
were fincerely pleafed with tlie treaty, and that they regard- 
ed it as a fingular benefit to the trade and commerce of the 
kingdom. .Indeed, it appeared to him rather extraordinary 
to ftate it otberwife, fince the firft and obvious confeqiience 
w^as, that we fiiould have twenty-four millions of new cufto- 
iners; a circumftaiice which could not hut tend greatly to 
increafe the confumptioii of our manufactures, and to add 
to their demand ; confequently to increafe the calls upon 
the labour and induftryof our manufadturers, and thofe em- 
ployed in the various departments of tlieir nianufiiftories. 
The extraordinary increale of tlie fide of Britilh manufac- 
tures could not finl to be productive of anotlier confequenco 
of infinite importance to this country, after her refoiirces 
had been fo much drained by the late unfortunate war: the 
confcquencc he alluded to was, a large increafe of revenue. 
Again, a third material benefit would arife — a great Hop 
would be put tofmuggling and the illicit praCtices carried on 
between this kingdom and that of France. With regard to 
the letter, which the honourable gentleman who had fpokeii 
laft, and fpoken fo ably, had produced, lie did not fee but 
that it told as much one W'uy as it did the other. It proved 
the pacific difpofition of France, and the wifdom of her 
conduct in extending her commerce. 

Mr. Robert Mr. Robert Ihorntm begged leave to trefpafs upon the at- 
Thoraton. tention and indulgence of theHoufe, while he ftated hisrea- 
fons for approving of the treaty. Tlie political anc}. the 
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commercial parts of the treaty hung upon each other, and 
ought to be confidered as blended and involved. What could 
it be which made gentlemen fuppofe, that, after the treaty 
was fully executed, the national jealoufy would be lefs 
awake, and ifiore ofF its ground, than before ? Did they 
dread any opiates infufed in the wines of 1'' ranee, or were 
they afraid that their intoxicating quality would remove tlie 
power of j)roviding for national lecurity ? For his part, he 
favv no reafon to fear imaginary danger ; nor could he recon- 
cile himl'elf to the opinions of thofe who were aiixious to 
deliver us over to evcrlalVmg enmity with France. Mr. 
'J'hornton commented on Ibme of the fpeeches of Mr. box, 
and denied affeiit to all that gentleman’s propoiltions. He 
maintained that it was wife for this country to enter into si 
commercial treaty with ]*' ranee, and jlated his reafons, de- 
claring that he was corroI)oraied and confirmed in his opi- 
nion by one of the bell writeis of the age, Dr. Adam Smith 
on the W ealth of Nations. M hat author had written tliree 
or four excellent pages upon the fubjecT:, wluch any gentle- 
man might eahly find by turning to the index. Mr. M horii- 
ton dillered from Mr. Cirey in leveral particulars, aiul efpe- 
ciaily in relpcdl to our marine and our navigation, declaring 
that the foutii and foiith-call coalts of Great Hritain, and the 
north -weft coaft of France, were fo conveniently ntuated, 
rliat almoft as many returns could he made in a year, as by 
an inland trade, and exekilive ot that immediate to and fro 
j'ail, we lliould retain all our circuitous trade to the reft of 
tlie globe. 

Captain Altn'hruU obferved, tliat wliilli he exprefted liis Capt, 
diflike to, the treaty, he muft acknowledge that he refted his 
averlion upon grounds diiTunilar from tlioi’e taken by moft 
other gentlemen wlio difapproved- of it. He would neither 
interfere with its commercial nor its political relations. 
What made him objeft againft it was, that it more refem- 
hled a treaty concluded between 1 ranee and the King of 
Prullia tlian a commercial treaty with France; and, as tea 
treaty of navigation, it had no prctcnfions to the title. 'Fhe 
twenty-fecond art icle was one of tliofc to whicli he moft oh- 
jecSled. The articles dclciibed in it as contraband, fuch as 
arms, cannon, &c. &c. appeared to be on the whole rather 
fit for a place in a treaty whero the prelervation of an armv, 
tlian the care of a navy, ought to be the predominant ch;<- 
radleriilic. I'he thirty -fourth article was particularly inju- 
dicious. Having made this remark, he went into a profel- 
llonal detail, to fhew what tlie prailice liad been, whicli 
formerly obtained in the reipev5l to which the article reach- 
ed, and contended that as the article flood, it would operate 
prejudicially in time of war \vilh regard to the manning of 
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King’s {hips4 Few men> he believed, underllood that part 
of the profeffiori better than he did, and lie knew perfe6lly 
well that a privateer would, by the 34th article, be enabled 
to get bis men fooner than the Captain of a rhan of war. 
(Glaringly reprchenfible was the folly of throwing any addi- 
tional cliffculty in the way of manning our navy. France, 
by the regiiler of her featnen, had an evident fuperiority in 
point of tjuicknefs of filling her complements. France 
was at this time intent on taking care of her marine, and 
making preparations againll a future war. Some of the moft 
judicious regulations, that the wit pf man ever devifed, had 
been lately adopted in France for that purpole; and not the 
leall of her good plans in this refpeiSl was that of her fend- 
ing out fliips on cruifes, merely to exercife the old officers, 
and train up young ones. In our fervice no fuch praiiice 
prevailed ; on the contrary, the old officers were driven from 
the fervice in dirgufl:, and young ones were not inyted to en- 
ter into it. There never was a greater occafion for an in- 
quiry to be inAituted into theftateof the navy than at pre- 
lent; and this conviction wavS fo llrongly iinprcffed upon his 
mind, that lie liad relblved to embrace the earlielt proper op- 
portunity of moving for the inllitutlon of an inquiry of 
this nature. 

Mr. J'Vclhore Ells faid, that, by the forms of the Houfe, 
they were in all matters which conceri'ed trade and com- 
merce obliged to go firll into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, and there move certain refohitions to he afterwards re- 
ported to the Houle; and, when tlie Houfe had agreed to 
them, a motion was ufually made to bring in one or more 
bills, as the nature :md circumftances of the cafe might re- 
quire. When the bill or bills had palled their ufual ftages, 
and had been read a third time, the hufinefs v:as over, as 
far as regarded that Houfe. On the prefent occafion they 
had only got tlie length of rejiorting the rel’oliitions, and tlie 
Houfe having agreed to thofc reiolutions, an addrefs had 
been moved to His Majeily. No honourable gentleman ap- 
proved more of going up to tlie throne vvitli addiefles, ex- 
preflive ot loyalty .and duty, than he did ; but he could not 
therefore agree, that it was any ways becoming or confiftent 
with the forms of the Houle to go up with a jireinature ad- 
drefs, while tlie bufinefs it went on was not ripe for fuch a 
procedure. I'he addrefs which had been mo'ved was final 
and conclufive. It voted, it pledged every honourable gen^ 
tleman to fiipport fuch bill or bills as it might be thought 
proper to bring in, grounded upon the refolutions of the 
Committee, out of which they had fo lately come. In 
thofe circumftances, therefore, it would be a direCf violation 
of parliamentary fonn to vote the addrefs, and as the ad- 
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drefs, if voted, would be pren\ature and imperfeft, and 
therefore improper to l^e carried to the Houfe, in order to 
refciie that Houfe from the auk ward and embarrafTed fi tua- 
lion in which they would Hand, were they thus irregularly' 
to proceed ; Mr. Ellis moved the previous queflion 011 the 
add refs. 

Mr. -D. PiilU 7 icy remarked that, rifing, he was not impel- Mr. D. I 
ltd by any prefumptuous inclination vvliatfocver, either to'^’^^y* 
contend againft the honourable gentleman (Mr. Ellis) in 
age, abilities, or experience; or to olFer any naval anfwer to 
the honourable gentleman who preceded him. He concei- 
ved, tlie doubts of one honourable gentleman were done 
away by the fan 61 :ion which the addrefs had received from 
the Chair; and that with refpeA to the latter, if the treaty 
contained principles fo manifeftly injurious to the navy, it 
fliould never liave. rt^ceived fuch unrel'erved approbation from 
tlie honourable gentleman who liad feconded the addrefs ; a 
gentleman who’ was an equal credit to Ills profeffion, and to 
the county wliich he reprefented in that Houfe. He would 
therefore plainly and fliortly proceed to the merit* of the 
original queftion ; and in the firft place, he could not pafs 
over the filence of the manufacturers themfelves, which he 
coniiJered as a ftrong fpecies of mute eloquence in favour 
of the mcafure; but the Houfe of Commons would neither 
be controlled at any time by their groundlefs jealoufies, 
nor acquiefee implicitly in their filence. The caufe was 
then in the hands of its legal and inquifitive guardians, and 
tliat caufe had been fully difciifled by thofe who could have 
no pofiible intereft diftinCl from the great counties or ma- 
nufactories which they were appointed to reprefent. 

Apprelienfions had been fuggefted in the Houfe refpeCting 
the cottons : he had heard that the lofs of the cotton wool 
from the Brazils, and of that received through Flanders 
ajul Germany, might be exceedingly injurious to the manu- 
facture. He much doubted the policy of fuch fuggeftions 
in that Houfe; but he had the fatisfaCtion to fiiy, that lie 
had likewife heard great commercial authorities in the 
Houfe point out new fources of fupply to replace fuch 
imaginary failures : he knew himfelf that the cheapnefs of 
the material was no certain aflurance. of clieapnefs in the 
manufacture ; that when the cotton wool was much lower in 
France tha» in England, be had fe^n the Manchefier goods 
worn in Normandy within a few miles of the principal ma- 
nufactory of that country, fupported by occafional boun- 
ties; yet thefe goods had forced . their way through Jerfey to 
Grandeville, and other towns on the coaft, in fpite of the 
expences of freight and the rifque of illicit commerce.- — 

With refpeCt to woollens; till the. foil of .France wns fo 
VoL.XXI. Pp altered 
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altered by the hand of nature herfelf as to produce the raw 
material equal to our own, this was an article of produce as 
peculiar to England as the wines and brandies were ])ecu- 
liar to France y nor could the very lineft clotlis (a tniiii|j| 
part of the general inanufatfture) though curiofity and ca- 
price might alFord them a temporary introduction, long oi>- 
pofe with fuccefs their flimfy materials or fuperficial glofs to 
the more perfedl and durable produdlioiis of the Englilh 
loom, 'fhe articles of ladlery, of pottery, and of hardware 
were equally articles of EngHOi produce as long as tl^e bark, 
the clay, and the coal were the pr6duClions of the Engllih 
foil, in which we knew not of any rival. Mr. Piilteney 
then alluded to a fuggeflion from Mr. Fox refpeCling the 
danger to the beer, and concluded tins part of liis argu- 
ment by quoting an old remark of Sir Robert Walpole, 
that the landed intcreft rcfernbled a flicep, vvliom he 
could lliecr at any time, and it gave him a rich fleece 
‘‘■in filence ; but that the trading interell refemblcd a more 
“ unruly gnimal, on wliom if he laid his hand, though it 
“ was orjy to feel and improve liis condition, much more 
“ if he attempted to pluck fiorn it a firigle briille, it railed 
“ fuch a gruritifig and outcry as to alarm the whole neigh- 
“ bourhood.” Air. Pulteney laid, he prefumed to make no 
fuch compaiifcm; this hotvever he nriglit he allowed to fay, 
that body of men were at leaft never diflinguilEed for inat- 
tention to their concerns, yet they had railed no outcry on 
this occaflon ; he knew of no pretence for any outcry; be 
was convinced in his confcience, from all which he had 
heard on the fubjedi, lie was, in approving the addrefs, giv- 
ing the moft beifelicial vote to the trade of this country he 
ever flrould have to give witlhn thofe walls. With rel'}>e£l 
to the political part of the queflion, a right honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Fox) had argued it with his ufual dexterity 
and eloquence ; yet, though he agreed with him in many 
of his premlfes, he was no convert to liis conclufions. That 
France was the natural enemy, or to fpeak more gently, the 
rival of tliis country, he was ready to allow: he muft be a 
novice indeed in liiftory, even of the la ft ten years, who 
did not readily fubferibe to fuch a pofition ; he allowed that 
we ouglit to he jealous of all her meafures, and prepared 
againft the moft wanton difplay of her ambition; but how 
were we to be prepared ? by cultivating our commerce, that 
principal and main finew of our national ftrength, which 
had hitherto been our ftipport, and had enabled us to foil 
that ambitious power ii> fo many campaigns. Gentlemen 
had reverted to the prevailing principles of the Houfe at the 
Peace of Utrecht, and during the reign of the Stuarts; bvtt 
granting that thofe principles were wife in that day, he 
I .contended 



A. 1787. DEBATES.. 

contended that the oppofite principles were become equally 
wife in the prefent : many reafons for fuch his opinion were 
c( too delicate a nature for public difcuffion, but one at 
1^1 was too notorious. The fuperiority of commercial and 
nlanufadluring (kill had, fince thofe days, fliifted from that 
country to this. Were we to carry on no intercourfe but 
witli our natural friends? Was America our unalienable 
ally? Were the nortliern powers who formed tlie armed 
neutrality ? Was Portugal our aflured friend, who captiouily 
cavilled at the Methuen treaty and rejedled the wool- 
lens in the moment of pur greateft embarraffnient and dif- 
trefs ? Yet he contended, that it was the policy of this coun- 
try to cultivate an intercourfe with each of thefe powers; 
it was our policy to cultivate a trade with France lierfelf, if 
fucli trade could be conduced to the fame ends ; an en- 
couragement of our inJuliry, an extenfion of our ^credit, 
an employment of our capital, and, above all, a fupply to 
our navy. With refpec!: to the motion offered by the right 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) in the Committee, for re- 
ducing the Portugal wines, he regretted not being able to 
attend its difcuffion, but he mull at firft fight condemn it, 
as a mcafure which would take trom Minifters their refpon- 
fjbility, and clifarm the executive government during the 
jiendeney of a negotiation ; but with regard to the conduft 
of that kingdom, Ihe might injure Pjritain, but flie would 
ruinherfclf: fhe might perhaps occafion a temporary emr 
barraffment to fome of our maiuifadlures, hut if ihe rejefled 
the offers of a friend who had fliewni lb many marks of fin- 
cerity and affeftion, fl)e mulf in quitting that friend bury 
herfelf in the arms of her antieiit tyrant and inveterate op- 
preffor. Mr. Pulteney alluded to Mr. Sheridan and Mr. 

J' lood for affuniing the language of Irilh ambaffadors during 
the difcuffioiis of the treaty, and running a race for Irifli 
popularity in tliatlloufe; he added fome compliments to 
the kingdom and the adminiflration of Ireland ; and conclu- 
ded by declaring that he fliould vote for the add refs as ori- 
ginally propofed, and of courfe againft the previous quef- 
tion. 

Mr. Brandlyn commended the general principles of the Mr. 
treaty in favour of commerce, policy, and revenue. From 
every inquiry which he had made on the fubje£l, and every 
confideration which he liad given to its nature and tendency, 
he was affured the refult would be the ultimate and general 
intereft of the trade and manufadlures of the country : from 
this impreffion he gave his fnpport to the motion. 

Mr. Sheridan ohferved, tliat for the prefent he lliould Mr. 
w\ave all inveftigation of the general argument of the me- 
rits of the treatv, as he conceived the queilion' before tl]e 
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Hoiife refpedling the addrefs related to a hieafiire fo vio- 
lent, lb unprecedented, and fo unparliamentary, that no 
other ground of oppofition ought on that day to be taken, 
except to the irregularity and foulnefs of fuch a proceedir^ 
There was however an obfervation or two which had fallen 
from the honourable gentleman who had juft fat down, 
which he could not be wholly filent under, though he re- 
garded thofe obfervations as merely among the trivial en- 
deavours which the honourable gentleman had reforted to, 
in order to diverr more fuccefsfully the attention of tlie Houfe 
from the weighty fuggeftions which they had juft heard 
from the honourable gentleman who had moved the previous 
queftion. for this purpofe the honourable gentleman was, 
undoubtedly, in the riglit to propofe any ohjecSl to gentle- 
men’s confideration, excepting the point immediately l)cfcre 
them, to talk to them as a wool-comber, as a navigator, as 
a potter or a pliilolophcr, or in any cliaracfter hut tliat of a 
member of the Houfe of Commons, anxious for the credit 
and dignity of Parliament, and attentive to the prcfervatioii 
of thole ^conftitutional forms which were the bell: fecurity 
for its privileges, and which were then, in the only 
fubjeft in debate. 7'he fingle parr, of his digreftions in 
whicli he would follow the honourable gentleman, was tlie 
inllnuation he liiui thrown upon his motive’s, in having in- 
troduced Irelaf-sd as an objeft infeparably (;onnc(ll:c<l with the 
difcufrion of the prefent treaty. Mr. Sheridan defended his 
conduit in this ielpeit, and commejited oil the exprelTioiiS 
of another member, (Mr. Hawkins Br()WiKi) who had laid, 
that Ireland could not expect the fame conceffion as France 
from this country, hecaufe Ihe had notlung to give In re- 
turn ; and concluded with a declaration, that it was his 
intention to bring this lubjeit regularly before the Houfe, 
when an opportunity would be afforded to gentlemen to fup- 
port their infinuations by argument if they could, or a ne- 
ceftity to retrafl tijem upon conviction of their error. With 
regard to the honourable gentleman’s allufion to his being 
a felf-appoiiited rep refen tat ive for Ireland, he ftiould only 
fay, that he trufted fome credit would be given to his acSt- 
ing independently of the influence of fuch a nomination; 
ctherwife he niuft obferve that it was a fortunate circum- 
ftance, tljajt if the kingdom of Ireland had a reprefen tat ive 
in the Britifti Parliament, the Lord Lieutenant was poflcfTecl 
of the fame privilege; and he trufted that it would no more 
be fufpeiled that he was influenced by prejudices in favour 
of the country he reprefented, than that the honourable 
gentleman was direfled by a fervile acquiefcence with the 
opinion of his noble conftituent. Mr. Sheridan then entered 
ipto the original argument which had been lirft fuggefted by 
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him to theHoufe, relative to the irregularity of propcifmg 
juch an addrels as that which was dellred to'be voted, en- 
larging upon his former arguments, and declared that the 
re|| cjueftion was not, whether the French treaty was de- 
firable or otherwifc, but whether the vital and eflential pri- 
vileges of Parliament, conneded with their deliberative and 
legiliative capacity, ihould be facrificed as a mere matter of 
compliment at the foot of the throne, 

Mr. Burke contended, that the opinions of tlie manufac- 
turers of two counties, however extenfive and commercial, 
fliould not he taken for the fenfe of the people of England; 
and that every perfon mull be aware of the difpofition of 
traders to fnatch, at all events, at any immediate advan- 
tage, With regard to the condud of this country towards 
-Ireland, he tliouglit that every means Ihould be ufed to 
Jiavv togetlKT rlic bonds of union, and not to feparate them 
by illiberal jealoiify and revolting cxprelhons. 'Ehere was, 
indeed, one Ibvercign to the two kingdoms ; and they fpoke 
the fame language; but that was not fufficient to keep them 
together without mutual confidence and a reciprocal ex- 
change of good offices. He had heard nothing, for feme 
time |)ail, but panegyrics on the French — while our tongues 
were let looib in the fouleft afperity againll other fiates. — 
Ireland was an infatuated illand — Portugal an unnatural, a 
bale, a worthies, an ungrateful nation. We cling to France 
in proportion as we feparate ourfelves from all other ftntes* 
Put what are our panegyrics on the French? Do we com- 
mend them for tiieir gallantry, their valour, their ingenu- 
ity, their power, tlieir opulence, their policy, their wit? 
No. We praife them for their lincerity, tlieir forbearance, 
tlu/ir iiiodeiation, tlieir trutli, tlieir kindnefs and good-will to 
tills country ! And w^e have taken a twelve years leafe of 
all thefe good qualities. France, it has been obferved, is a 
wile nation — ^and it is to be hoped that we are alfo a wife 
nation. But if tliis be the cafe, we have been a very un- 
wife, a very foolilli nation for near a century, to refufe con- 
llaiitly what, in our prefent fit of wifdom, we give up to 
France; not that he meant to fay, w^e give up our manu- 
fabturcs to the French — on that head, he w^as ready to de- 
clare that he had no jealoiify; nor did he conceive tliat 
France could, for a confiderable time at Jeaft, rival pur ma- 
nufactures. On the contrary, he was afflired that in va- 
rious branches there were large orders from F'rance, while, 
comparatively fpeaking, there were few, excepting in the 
article of wines, from Great Britain. Our capital gave us 
a fuperiority which enabled us to fet all the efforts of h ranee 
to rival our manufactures at defiance : tlie powers of capital 
jvere irxefiftible in trade; it dominec;red, it ruled, it even 
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tyrnnnip.d in the market ; it enticed the flrong, and con** 
trolled the weak. This capital, he alierted, was fupported 
only hy the iiniverfal partncrlhip in which our funds, and 
the nature of our eftahlilhments, kept the immenfc property 
of this country. It was hy keeping it dammed up from 
France, that this general partnerihip within the nation fub- 
filled. The moment we admit France, flie will immedi-- 
ately begin to infinuate herfelf into the partner/liip, and in 
the end come in for a fhare of the capital. — By means of 
the correfpondence which might be eftabliflied between the 
two countiies, an alliance in commercial undertakings would 
foon blend the property of the two kingdoms. — In this we 
had reafon to admire the depth ot the defigns of France : 
^he was ready to put up with a temporary lofs in trade, by 
the fuperiority of our manufadlures, for a permanent, fu- 
ture advantage in commerce. Holland was a proof that 
commerce is more than a compenfation for manufacliire ; 
and Germany was a proof, that with manufa6Iures a ftate 
may be plunged into the abyfs of poverty : for no commerce 
had ful[,£ill:ed there fiiice a veflel was wrecked 07i the coaji of 
Bohemia! The defigns then of France were to allow us 
Ibme prefent gain in the Tale of our mannfa<5tures, for fome 
permanent advantages which file promifeu to herl'elf in com- 
merce. Through her rivers and cajials Hie intended to pour 
the commodities of England into other countries. She liad 
already, by her politics, contrived to wreft our fliare of the ’ 
Levant trade from us; and it was a part of her prefent dc- 
£gn to divert the remainder from its former channel ; and 
by fupplying all the ports in the Mediterranean fea tlirough 
the Seine, the Garonne, the canal of Languedoc, and the 
Rhone, to engrofs the carrying trade to the Levant, and to 
ruin our fadlory at Leghorn and our otlier elhiblifhments in 
thole feas. Her condu6l: was fnnilar towards America ; 
which prove<l that Ihe proceeds, lyfiematically, and makes 
her progrefs in regular feries. What could Ihe expe£l 
from America in return for the bounties and free ports fo 
liberally granted her? America could make ho return at 
prefent ; for fhe was totally unable to pay the debts flie had 
already contradted with the French government and the 
French merchants. It is evident that it is for benefits 
which ftie has in profpedl. What a reverfc in the conduft 
of our government ! We adl wholly without fyftem, and 
abaifdon Portugal for France, while it is in our power to 
form arrangements with both by no means incompatible with 
each other. France on the contrary points all one way— to 
the increafe of her navigation and commerce. — The advan- 
tages fhe is to gain are political, naval, and commercial ; 
ours, will coiifift only^in the fale of manufadtures. But we 

have 
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have been told repeatedly of the friendly difpofirion of 
France: ihe opens her arms, it isfaid, to receive us into her 
bofom ; this might be faid in more than one fenfe. She opens 
two arms to embrace you in the channel ! It was not with- 
out aftonifliment (Mr* Burke added) that he confidered the 
immenfe operations now carrying on at Cherbourg; they ex- 
ceeded the pyramids of Egypt as much as the wifdoin and 
policy of their defigns exceed the idle vanity of the fovereigii 
who caufed tliofe piles to be confl:ru6ted. I'heir efforts were 
wonderful ; they grappled with nature, removed mountains, 
overcame the ocean, to be enabled to look into Portfmonth, 

Yet we fat down in flupid inienfibility of the danger with 
which w’e were menaced : we were deaf to the notice which 
was given us of our peril ; it Was in vain the alarm was 
.founded ; 

Aut hoe inclufi ligno occiiltantur Achivi, 

Aiit ha?c in noftros fabi icata eft machina miiros, 

Infpeftura domes, yenturaque defuper urbi j 

Aut aliquis latct error — 

While the mill-ftone is hanging over our heads, we talk of 
an union with France. But that flic has little finceritv in 
luch an union, may be inferred from the eagernefs witli which 
ihe iiicreafes her alliances ; yet the temporary advantages of 
a little trade blinds tire nation againil its real interest, and 
renders it a prey to her delufions : they arc treated like a 
woman who has been debauched, and is told, have you not 
fine deaths, do you not enjoy all the luxuries of life, are 
you not careffed and courted, do you not ride in an elegant 
carriage, and live in fplendid lodgings r How then are you 
ruined? The anfwer fiiould be, fhe is ruined, becaufe flic has 
loft her reputation. It is the fame with a nation : if it has 
loft its character, all is gone, and nothing remains but gaudy 
trappings to conceal its mifery. — And it is of little confe- 
cjuence, whether this confifts of fine cambrics, of rich fear- 
let or good black clotli, of filks or fatins : the lame princi- 
ple holds good with nations as with individuals. When once 
a man has faCrificed his honour, in what refpeit is he better 
than a beaft ? What is he good for, but to fatten ? To drink 
rich wines and wallow in luxury and riot ? — Equally infuli- 
ous were the defigns of France in endeavouring to make a 
treaty with Portugal, to fecure to hcrfelf the monopoly of 
the Brazil cottons : this was an indifputable proof of the in- 
lincerity of the French court. Our maiuifailurers might 
exult on the temporary advantage they would derive from 
the avidity of the French for Englifli commodities; hut if 
at the expiration of twelve years France fhould be found a 
large, commercial, trading and naval power, the merely tem- 
porary benefits of trade would, doubtlef?, become purchaiei 
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at a moft fliameful and alarming price : the price of irre- 
trievai)Ie ruin to the country. 

Lord Mornington faid it would ndt become that attention 
which the Houle would always pay to the feelings of their 
conftituents, to proceed haftily on a decifion, it a general 
alarm and apprehenfion appeared to exift in the minds of 
thole whofe interefts were moft materially afFe£ted by this 
important meafure. Had any fuch apprehenfions been ftated 
in petitions to the Houfe, they would have been confidered 
patiently and refpedtfully, relerving however to the Houfe 
the exercife of its own wifdom on the who^e fubjedt ; for the 
Legillaturcj though it would never rejedt the petitions of 
men, interefted in the fubjedl of difciilfion, was not bound 
to a blind adoption of every fear which might agitate their 
minds* But if no fuch alarm did exift, (and that it did not. 
was inconteftible) he never could admit that tlie filence ot 
the manufadlurers, under all the circumftances of the mo- 
ment, did ho1: afford a ftrong and fubftantlal proof of their 
approbation of the treaty. He tlien proceeded to ftate the 
circun)ftances under which the manufadlurers had remained 
ftlent. He mentioned their difpofjtion to ftand forward 
where their interefts were touched, which, he fakl, had been 
fully evinced in the recent inftance of the Irifli propofitions. 
He alked, if it could be denied that every poffible incite- 
ment had been applied to urge the manufafturers to the bar 
on the prefent occafio.n ? He then enumerated (what he called) 
various attempts of the other fide of iht Houl'e, to extort 
coiuplaints from this refpeiSlable body of men. He contend- 
ed that they had firft been charged with inconfiftency, if they 
did not come forth to maintain the opinions which they had 
advanced againft the Irifh propofitions, and which were af- 
ferted to point with equal force ngainft the French treaty: 
their filence was contended to be a defertion of former opi- 
nions fiinftioned by the folemnity of an oath ; hut when 
this tone of reproach was not found to have produced the 
intended effeft, then a milder tone was adopted; they were 
told, that whatever private intereft they might feel in the 
conclufion of the treaty, it was hoped that they would not 
fuffer fo unworthy a confideration to guide their judgements 
on this great queftion : the manufafturer was called upon in 
pathetic and elevated language to raife his mind above the 
low cares of his private intereft, and to look to fomething 
more extended and more liberal ; but when this appeal had 
been urged to the woollen manufadlurer, and that he had 
looked beyond his own immediate intereft to that of the cot- 
ton, of the hardware^ of the iron, of all the principal 
branches of Britifti manufafture, and had found- all thofe 
concerned in the federal branches individually cQntent<||| 

with 
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with the treaty, and had drawn no unreafonable coricIuGon, 
‘‘ That as each great intereft of Britifh manufliftures feem- 
“'ed content under the treaty, there was probably no great 
“ danger to the general trade of Great Britain,” then he 
was told that he mull not even Hop here, he mull take a 
wider range, and a more comprehenfive view; he muH look 
to the interefts of the navigation and marine, and even to 
the balance of i^ower in Europe. Yet, when neither this 
groundlefs reproach nor this artful flattery, which would 
put the manufadurer in the place of Parliament, had fuc- 
ceeded in bringing him to the bar, then a new fpecies of ar- 
gument was difcovered. We had been told that there was 
no occafion to bring the manufadurers to the bar; we had no 
occahon for petitions ; we had their opinions already in the 
tnoft folemn and authentic form. The opinions delivered on 
oath on the Irifli propofitions applied with equal force to tliis 
queftion, and on the evidence delivered two years ago, oti 
another fubjed, the Houfe had been called on to decide the 
prefent queftion. Extreme, indeed, was the injuftice which this 
inode of reafoning offered to the manufadurers. It*mufl: be 
remembered, that the Houfe, though it had received the 
opinions of the manufadurers on the Trilh treaty with due 
attention, had not aded upon them ; fuid now thefe opinions 
were to decide the Houfe on the Frencli treaty — they had 
not been allowed to operate in the decifion of the queftion 
to. which they had been immediately applied ; but having 
been recorded againfl: the manufadurers, at the end of two 
years they were, by interference and indudion, in whicli 
the manufadurers had no part, to be brought to bear on a 
totally new queffion, and to decide it, againfl: the real 
wilhcs of thofe, whofe fentiments v/ere thus perverted to a 
purpofe fo foreign from their original diredion. 

And now, when it appeared that the Houfe was not pre- 
pared to adopt this latt argument^ it was as openly and 
broadly avowed, that the opinion of the manufadurers was 
of no fort of confequence, for that they were perfons too 
deeply interefted in this queftion to be allowed any weiglu 
in the decifion of it. This confeffion was a complete defer- 
tion of the commercial part of tlie fubjed, and brought the 
whole to a political queftion. Much mention had been 
made of Ireland in the debates on this tpeaty. Witli all due 
deference to the talents and the eloquence of two honourable 
gentlerilen, (Mr. Sheridan and Mr. Flood) he muft beg 
leave to nflert, that it would be a matter of no great difficul- 
ty to prove, in oppofition to their opinions, that Ireland, al- 
ter this treaty, would remain a nation more highly favour- 
fid in the Britifli market than France. He added, that if 
Jrelahd were to enter into a treaty with Great Britain, 
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founcktl* on the principles of the French treaty, her ftaplc 
maniifa6lure would be undone. He then made Ibme remarks 
on the political part of the queftion, which he confiderea to 
he implicated with the commercial. He faid, it had been 
eloquently urged, that whatever might be the commercial 
merits ot the treaty, in a political view, it proftrated the 
maiedy of this country at the feet of France, and depoled 
t ireat Britain from the throne of Europe. He anfwered, 
that tlie true majefty of Great -Britain is her trade, and tlie 
Throne of the commerce of the world is the fitted objebl of 
lier ambition. He faid, that the induftry and ingenuity ot 
<iar manuftufcvirers, the opulence which thefe liad diffufed 
tlirough various channels, the fuhftantial foundation of ca- 
pital on which tlicy had placed our trade, a capital, which 
had tliat niglit been well deferihed, as predominant and ty- 
rant over the trade of the wliole wmrld, all tliefe, as they 
had been our beil coni'olntion in defeat, wa.‘rc the mod pre- 
Tuiiing fourccs of future viclory ; and that to cultivate, to 
ilrengtlieii and to augment thefe could not he inconddent 
with the glory of the kingdom. Regarding the treaty as 
aiming ^'lt thefe beneficial ohje6ts, he Ihould vote in favour 
<jt the adurefs, and tlius fincerely exprefs his approbation of 
a procedure by which the bed intereds of the nation were 
likely to become conlideraldy and permanently drengthened. 
Mr. An- ]\ Ir, Anfriithcr defied Miniders to produce a fingle iiidance 
ftrnthfer. fVoin the journals that could in any manner he hrouglit to 
hear upon lo extraordinary a proceeding* He alfo met^lhe 
argument of the filence of the maiuifadturers, and combated 
all which had been inferred on that ground, by declaring, 
that if the manvifaclurers had even been clamorous for the 
treaty, he diould have confidered it to have been Iiis duty, 
and the duty of the Houfe, to have neverthelefs oppoild the 
treaty, if upon due deliberation it ftould ap))C::ar to have 
been injurious to the political intereds of the country at 
large. 'J'hat it would prove politically injurious to the ar- 
guments he had heard upon the elFedds which tlic treaty was 
likely to have upon our conne6f ion with Portugal, were fill- 
ficiejit to Iruisfy his mind fully; but lit* faw another danger, 
and that was, the danger which the treaty would diavv 
down upon the very exidence of our maniifadfures. It had 
Ijcei’i laid, with a tone of confidence, that the treaty was to 
lad but twelve years. Was that any argument ? Did gentle.*' 
men confider that our knowledge of the cotjton manufa61orv 
was but of twelve years danding; and if we in twelve year; 
only fiom the date of our fird acquaintance with the art, 
had brought it to fiich perfe£lion, what reafon had we to 
imagine that France miglit not in another twelve years (the 
very lime of the duration of the treaty) become as fkilfnl 
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and expert in it as we were ourfelves, and the more efpecially 
as France would have the amazing advantage of all our im- 
provements in mills, machines, &:c. 5 cc. &c, ? He concluded 
by declaring that the addrefs once voted was nothing fliort of 
a pledge oji the part of the Houfe to vote lulls wdiich were 
not before them, and, for any thing they knew, that might 
be mifehievous in the extreme to the political, the revenue, 
and the commercial interefts, 

Mr. A/, A'lontagu faid that the arguments which had fah 
Jen from the gentlemen oj^ the other lide of the Houle, in the 
courfc of the prefent debate, were principally directed to the 
commercial and political tendency of the treaty. In the 
detail of the former^ they had met with fo comj)lete a refu- 
tation from much abler hands, that he would only touch up- 
on one topic, the filence of the manufafturers. This ex- 
prefhon was in the mouth of every gentleman : but could 
the unprecedented exertions in every branch to grafp at the 
benefits of the arrangement, be termed a lilence wfith regard 
to the commercial merits of its provifions r No. It "was in 
their adtions that w'e w^re to look for the reafon and ffnequi- 
vocal telVnnony of their approbation, ratlier than to deduce 
their fuppofed apprehcnfions from a ftrained interpretation of 
a former, perh^ips miftaken, opinion, on a different fubjefi, 
inapplicable to the prefent conjundlure. 

With regard to the political tendency of the treaty, on 
which the gentlemen on the other fide of the Houle feemed 
to dwell with more energy, it appeared only neceffary to 
ohferve, that their apprehcnfions would, for the moft part, 
be found to urife from premifes created by their own imagi- 
nations. One lionourable gentleman (Mr. Grey) whofe abi- 
hiies he was happy, as a perfonal friend, in an opportunity 
to acknowledge, had drawn an argument of alarm from a 
dole connexion entered into between F' ranee and America, 
and had blamed Minifters for not interfering with a negocia- 
tiori to obftrudt fiich an event. Had’ that honourable gen- 
tleman confidered, that, in the prefent ftate of prejudice and 
animofity on the part of America, from late hoftility and 
unexpired rancour, it was not fo eafy for Minifters to nego- 
ciate with a nation fo alienated from its mother country. 
Ruf that the filent operation of convenience would bring her, 
in the procefs of a fliort time, to that market which could 
heft fupply her wants, and give the moft valuable equivalent 
for her produce. The of our manufadurers, by long ex- 
perience in working for the American confumption, during 
our monopoly of that trade, had gained fuch a momentum 
in the employment of their capital to that purpofe, as mull 
^ar down all oppofition, Wlienever the market fho.uld he 
iPened to fair competition. We had flierefore little to fear 
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fyom any great cornparative acceffion of ftrengtl) to France, 
from her ^onneftion with America, A right honourable 
gentleman (Mr, Burke) had faid, that the advocates of the 
treaty were fo infatuated by the love of their darling objedt 
'as to forget the language of Engliflimcn, and to enlarge in 
panegyrics on France, and to deal out inveftiv^s againft Por- 
tugal. Thefe panegyrics were probably to be found in the 
natural anfwers to the moll unfair inferences from the treaty, 
of a defire in the negociator to eftablifli an intimate alliance 
with our ancient rivals. It was alledged, that France had, 
in tlie prefent inftance, given a Jprefumptive proof of her 
more pacific difpofition tp this country. In what ? In adapt- 
ing a ineafure which rendered it her intereft to remain at 
peace. Thefe invedives he imagined were the juft com- 
plaints of injured benefactors, to that nation, who had de-‘ 
irauded them of that juft proportion of reciprocity, to 
which Portugal was no lefs bound by the confideration of 
former important fervices on our part, than by exprefs and 
literal agreement by the Methuen treaty on her own. The 
fame right honourable gentleman had accufed the defenders 
of the treaty of boafting that France was the dupe in this 
negociation. Look at the principle of the treaty ; it is to 
open the moft extenfive, the neareft, and, confequently, 
the moft advantageous market to the induftry of the two na- 
tions. The one will fend her produce, the other her manu- 
factures.' If it had indeed been contended, that the expor- 
tation' of maniifatSures, where the value arifes from the ope- 
ration of labour, was more advantageous than that of pro- 
duce, did it follow that the nation who cpnfents to receive 
thofe manufactures in return for an extenfive confumption of 
her own produce, was therefore a dupe in that agreement? 
The meafure of expediency in any propofed aft ion was the 
prolpeft of advantage; the commenial advantages of the 
treaty could hardly be faid to have been contended. ‘The 
political difadvantage appeared to him to be chimerical and 
imaginary, founded on an abfurd removal of reafonable 
diftruft, and of a vigilant attention to national honour. 
'^Ttmeo Danaos et dona ferentes was the motto of Oppofition. 
Jn his humble opinion, the leaft anfwerable plea to this was. 
What could be more prafticable, and even more politic, 
than receiving with the one hand prefents from bur enemies, 
whilft in the other \ve cautioufly held a lliield to preferve us 
invulnerable, amidft all mCdioufly-conceale4 attempts to do 
us mifehief. ■ > * ^ ^ 

Mr. Wyi\d-‘ yixc'fVyndham faid, that, in his opinion, it bad been too 
bam. ' nnjch 'the praftice to feparace the diftinCt parts bf the qiief- 
tion bf the c(!>mniercial treaty from each other, and to taljc 
of the commercial as oppofed to the political part> and (6 

opi 
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on, when in faft they routually depended on each other, and 
could not well be viewed feparately. He contended, that all 
arguments like that of an honourable gentleman (Mr. Wil- 
berforce) on a preceding day, recommending the confidera- 
tion of the commercial interefts, as paramount to the confi- 
deration of the political interefts, were inapplicable and in- 
judicious. The political interell of Great Britain ought un- 
doubtedly to be regarded firft ; as long as fl)e pretended to a 
figure among nations as a political ftate, and fo long as that 
Ibould continue to be the cafe, cottagers were not the order 
and defeription of the people inoft proper to be appealed to 
as judges uponqueftions like that of a treaty with France. 
It was on all hands agreed, that the commercial treaty 
would operate a total change of fyllem in our trade and 
-commerce ; it was therefore, in the broadeft fenfe of the 
word, an innovation, and an innovation confefledly of the 
moll important, the moll comprehenlive, and the moll fe- 
rious nature. It had already been contended, in debate, 
that, however the treaty, upon the face of it, referved a falvo 
in favour of the Portugal trade, as carried oiv under tlie lli- 
pulations of the Methuen treaty, it mull either mcdtately or 
immediately afie 6 l the trade of Great Britain and Portugal, 
which had been admitted to be of infinite ufe to this coun- 
try, in refpe^l to Iier export of fait filli, of a peculiar fpe- 
cies of woollens, and a variety of other manufa 6 lures and 
niercliandizes ; and it mull alfo, either dire£lly or ultimate- 
ly affedl our trade to other countries. Thefe were coniide- 
rations weighty and momentous. The foreign trade of this 
country, as ellablifhed previous to the conclufion of the 
commercial treaty with France, had been fettled by the 
wifdom of our anceilors, as the moll beneficial foreign 
trade wduch could be carried on by Great Britain ; and it 
had undoubtedly b^n found extremely advantageous. All 
thefe circumllances^therefore ought to be balanced before 
that Houfe came to a decifion upon a quellion of that mag- 
nitude ; and the rather as our political confequence was not 
the llighteli of the confulerations which called for our moll 
jferious attention. Was that Houfe prepared to facrifice na- 
tional greatnefs to commercial interell ? Was it ready to riflv 
a certain advantage for prefumptive benefits, and to give up 
a real good at a confitierable hazard, upon the uncertain 
hope of improvement, and of making that good better ? 
Were gentlemen ripe to give up what had been hitherto con- 
fidered as the wifdom of their anceilors, and to declare that 
for a whole century the country had been under a deception, 
ai>d had been hy "anri ignis fatuus ? A fpirit of inno- 

vation feemed to have uniformly acfluatcd and governed the 
conduit of the prefent Adminillration. Exaniples of thif 
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clifpofition appeared in the Eaft-India bill; the Irifh propo- 
rtions, and the fortification fyftem of the laft year. That 
fpirit alone ought to excite the jealoufy, and challenge the 
caution of that Koufe, which certainly would not admit 
that innovation, in cafes of extreme importance, ought to 
be grounded on political fpecuhition merely. What fatisfac- 
lion could be drawn from the experience of the prefent Ad- 
miniftration } Political experience appeared to him to be in- 
feparable from length ot days and number of years fpent it; 
executive and minilierial ofices. They all knew tlmt fpme 
men were born poets, others orators ; and indeed the right 
honourable gentleman himfelf, as well as the honourable 
gentleman behind him (Mr. Grey) who had firft oppofed 
the motion for an acldrefs, were infiances that eloquence and 
argument were powers early grafped by young minds; but' 
hill, no man could inllance a youth who was, all at once, a 
profound fiatefman ; and the realbn was obvious, early age 
and experience were cont radiator v terms, and wdiat, in the 
nature of things, amoiinted to an impoiTibility. Neither 
having jhc counfelsof experience to afibrd a reafonable pro- 
fpedl of fecurity as to future confequences, nor any thing' 
like a certainty tluit great difadvantage, politically, finan- 
cially, and commercially, might not be tlie refult of thus 
early, and without due deliberation, coming to any thing 
like a concltifive vote, he felt it iiupolUble to avoid regarding 
it as the exlrtine of teinerity to prei'ent an addrcls to tlic 
tlirone, of whicli the maniteft tendency was to tie down the 
Houle to t]i!;y knew not what, and, at leaf!:, emharrars, if 
not cut oiF, t !icir j)o\ver of future deliberation. 

Mr. Grciii'iiJe entered into a detail of anfwers to the fevc- 
ra! ohj' cHons iiated againlr the treaty. Among the firfi; v/:is 
an aniwo! to jhme ohfervations from Mr. llurke. He was 
iiappy to hear the riglit honourable gentsftkman fo eloqucntlv, 
and with I'ucli unanfwerablc aiul irrefiftihie force, defcrilie 
the capital of our country to be fuch as would command a 
preference in our markets for our produce and maniifablures. 
J’lad he endeavoured to !;ave difplayed the advantages of this 
treaty, it w’oiild have been impofiible for him to have done it 
with fo much truth, Juilice, and doquence as the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had employed, fitating that the capital 
of Great Britain was fuch as to govern, and even in a vio- 
lent manner to command a poireffion of market, was cer- 
tainly the heft and moll evident argument vrhich could pof- 
fibly be brought in anfvver to thofe who had contended that 
Great Britain would he rivalled in her markets by iM'ance in 
confequence of this treaty. With this opinion he perfectly* 
coincided. Such was the capitrd and confequence of our pro - 
duce and manufa6turcrs, .that he was .affined we fliould'pof 
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fefs every advantage from the treaty, without France being 
able to enter into competition with us in any of our mar- 
kets. Witli regard to what he had obferved4relative to the 
aflTortments which I 'rance would l)ave,from a reconrl'e to our 
market, and therefore be able to ferve America, this certain- 
ly was equally in our favour. By our having recourfe to 
her markets, we fliould he able to o})tain aflbrtments which 
would enable us to ferve countries we could not fupply be-^ 
fore. Beiides, admitting that America would not fend us 
her orders, we Ihould now have an opportunity of ferving 
her through the medium cjf France. Many avenues of com- 
merce would the treaty open in this manner. 

As to the argument adduced by the right honourable gen- 
tleman refpeef ing Cherbourg, he had only to anfwer, were 
.we ncglciSlful of availing ourielvesof every means to increafe 
our flrengtii and refources of defence? Had we not particu- 
larly exerted ourfelves to incteafe our naval detence ? (Here 
fcveral members on the otl^er fide of the^ Houfe called out, 
hear, hear.) Yes, (he aflved) were not our naval llores in 
the greatefl abundance; were not our fhips increafing confi- 
derahly ; and was not every method adopted to lender our na- 
val itrength fuperior in every particular to what it had been 
known in anv former pericul ? An honourable gentleman (Mr. 
AVvndbam) had hated that the manufadlurers of Norwich 
having approved of the treaty, could not be confulered as 
any argument in its favour ; for their trade depended chiefly 
on fu'eign markets. Surely tins w^as the greatefl argument 
in favour of the treaty. If they found that it would increafe 
their commerce abroad, it was certainly the greatefl: proof 
of tlie benefit wliich would accrue to this particular manu- 
failure. This might likewile be applied to many other trades 
which dejiended on foreign markets, that w^ould now he 
Oj^ened through the rnpdiuin of 1^' ranee. The treaty was an 
iiitercoiirie in which ( Jreat Britain muft neceffirily find her 
capita], inllead of being diminifiied, increafed ; for tlie ad- 
iiitional markets wdfich Ihe would pofiels inuil: certainly tend 
to increaie lier profits, and confequently her riches. Means 
ot commerce, which we otherwife could never have ohtain- 
e<], wc lliould acquire by this intercourfe. AVhiie France 
was endeavouring to extejid her markets, we muft necella^ 
rily extend ours.. Under thefe circumftances it was his de- 
< ided opinion, that nothing could have been devifed more ef- 
jbntia] to the interefts of the country than this connedlion , 
with I ranee. JW this means the bleifings of peace might be 
'prolonged, and the evils of w’ar procraftinated. The means 
of commerce wouUl be extended, and tlie refources of the 
country confequently increafed. Our manufaclures would 
necefTaiilv flourilb- and the nation become profperous. 

Mr, 
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Mr. A!am affured * the Houfe, that although a very long 
period had intervened fince he addrefled them on any matter 
of public bufinefs, yet he would not proportion the length 
of the time he was to confiime to the length of bis filence. 

It w^as not bis intention to enter into the great and extenfive 
queftion of the elfe 61 :s of the treaty. Even if he had time 
to devote to it, and were endowed with talents to illuminate, 
and eloquence to convey, the pow-erful inani'ier in which 
that fubject had been treated formerly by a right honourable 
gentleman, (Mr. Fox) the brilliancy and fplendour which 
had been call around it that night by two other gentlemen 
(Mr. (irev and Mr. Burke) would be a fufEcient reafon for 
him not to touch that part of tlie ouellion, independent of 
the other motives; therefore, when he llated what he did 
not mean to I’peak to^ the Houle would lee he was to keep 
his wore! as far as want of prenieditation, which commonly 
generated length, Avould permit. He did not mean to fpeak 
to the commercinl, the political, or revenue parts of the 
treaty, but to the qneflion then immediately before the 
EJouid'. He felt himfelf called to it, particularly by the 
words with which the gentleman who, Iiad fpoken laft (Mr. 
W. Grenville) concluded. 'J'hc cjiiellion had been llateJliy 
him to be new,- important, and extenfive. He believed it 
deierved all rhefe different epithets, and, for that reafon, a 
new', extraordinary, and unpreccdenttal Ilep fhould not be 
taken in calling lor an approbation of it in the maimer now 
done. He Hated thequellion before theHoufe, viz. that on 
the motion for thcaddrefs, the previous quellion had been mo- 
ved. T'he fubjedt for the determination of the Houfe, 
therefore, was, whether the quellion for the addrefs, under 
all the circiimllances of time, of manner of wording, and 
ib on, was a fit quellion to be put. It was quite clear, that 
all thofe who were of opinion that tlie treaty in quellion was 
not ^ wife mjsafure, would of courfe avoid voting for the 
addrefs, by fupporting the previous queftion; that all thofe 
who were of opinion that there had not been fufficient time 
to deliberate and inquire, would acl in tlie fame manner; 
but that it by no means followed, that thofe who were of 
0|:union, tliat, in principles of policy, it was wife^ and that 
> the time for conCderation had been deliberate, flmuld there- 
fore concur that this addrefs was fit, and that the previous 

S ueftion fliould be rejected. On the contrary, he meant to 
lew, by the principles adopted by Parliament, ancf the in- 
varhble pracftice of the Houfe, that the addrels ought to be 
refifted by all who had ariy regard either for the indpendence 
of the Houle of Commons, or the dignity or the honour of 
the Cro\yn. He then ftated, that he would endeavour to 
2, 
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fliew the principles on which tlie Honfe had pafled addrefles, 
and that the prefent addrefs propofed did not fall within any 
of thofe principles. He faid, that when the country was or 
was not likely to be engaged in war, the Houfe had been in 
the cuftom of addreffing the Crown, for the purpofe of 
ftrengthening the executive hand of government. When 
the Crown, by the prerogative, had concluded a peace, pro- 
vided that peace were either peculiarly favourable to the 
country, or had fucceeded to a fuccefsful or glorious war, 
it had been common on fuch occafions to addrefs tlie Crown 
as matter of approbation or fatisfadfion. In the difcharge 
of the executive government of the country, when the 
Crown had been engaged in negociation, it was cuftomary 
for Parliament to encourage the efforts of the Crown by 
• their approbation of thofe exertions in general; but they 
had been particularly cautious not to exprefs themfelves 
pending any treaty, in a manner to preclude tlieir own free 
and unfettered powers of deliberation; and fuch addrefles 
had on all occafions been kept in the moft general terms, fo 
as to avoid the poffibility of any fuch conftruftion^ Even 
in time of difficulty and danger, when the war prefTed, and 
negociation was neceffary to counteradt the power and in- 
tentions of our enemies, they had been cautious in their ex- 
preflions, in the addrefles prefented to the'^Crovvn, left they 
fhould have precluded themfelves from future deliberation. 
To prove this, he mentioned fome inftances of addrefles to 
King William juft before his death, when the fame enemies 
who had threatened the liberty of Europe, had again threat- 
ened its power in the year 1700, and in the time of the war, 
which ended with the peace of Utrecht to Queen Anne, to 
fhew that when treaties were the fuhjedl of addrefs, even in 
times of imminent danger, the Houfe was cautious in adopt- 
ting words or exprelfions which could be deemed preclufive. 
He mentioned Jikewife the conducSl of the Houfe in the 
Union with Scotland. That fubjefl, of the greateft im- 
portance to the two countries, had been long under delibe- 
ration. From the acceffion of King James the Firft to the 
reign of Queen Anne, it had been a fubjefl of fpeculation 
and difcuflion, and it was at la ft brought forward in Parlia- 
mefit^that addrefles were voted concerning it. But they 
were uniformly in general terms; no pledge, no precluflon 
either to the Legiflature of this country or that of Scotland. 
He therefore confldered the precedents nearly as his honour- 
able and learned friend (Mr. Anftruther) had ftated them to 
be, invariably fuch as admitted a free difcuffion of the to- 
pics on which they proceeded^ He had not heard one inftance 
to the contrary, except that of the Irifli propofitions, which 
had not been ftated in debate; but rather whifpered acrpfs the 
VoL. XXI. R r ^ Houfe 



parliamentary a. 1787 . 

Houfe by a learned and rrght honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Dundas). He had fince looked into that precedent, and he 
pledged himlelf that there was not the leaft fimilarity be- 
tween that aildrefs and the prefent, and not one of the points 
of objedlion to this addrefs applied to that ; the one pledged 
the Houfe to nothing final, but left them open both on the 
words and from tlie nature of it. The words were incon- 
cUifive; there had been more complete deliberation, and the 
object was a treaty between the Parliament of the two 
countries; not a final approbation to the Crowm of a treaty 
which the King had commenced. 

He then read a paragraph from the Irifti addrefs to the fol- 
lowing effeO . : 

That after a long and careful invefiigation of the vnri- 
ous queftions neceflarily arifing out of this coinprehenfive 
fuhjedt, we have come to the feveral refolutions which we 
now humbly prefent to His Majefiy, and which, we 
truft, will form the bafis of an advantageous and perma- 
nent fettlement between His Majefty’s kingdoms of Great 
Britaip and Ireland.” 

He contrafted thefe words with the firft paragraph of the 
addrefs moved, and argued that the exp regions of the former 
contained a more complete proof of ferious inveftigation, in- 
dependent of the circuinftances of time and difcuirion which 
every body knew ; and I ike wife that the words iliewed the 
matter begun, not finilhed, approving, not precluding. He 
then ftated with the laft view another paragraph of the Irifii 
addrefs, to ihew it w-as not preclufive, and contrafted that and 
the former, with the fecond paragraph of the addrefs, which 
he contended was preclufive, and fuch as, from the words of 
it, deftroyed the deliberative power of the Houfe. In every 
future ftage of proceeding, they muft be prevented by this 
vote trom difeuffing any matter which might occur. Mini- 
fiers would have it in their power to tell them, wdienever they 
attempted to debate the point in any fuhfequent proceeding, 
that their opinion was already given. Another material oh- 
fetvation occurred ‘on the Irilh addrefs. That addrefs had 
been in confequeiu^ of mutual confideration and mature exa- 
mination by the two Houfes. On the prefent occafion the 
Ivords had never had the fubjedl under their deliberation. 
He faid that he did not contend that the Houfe was inca- 
pable of addrefling, without the concurrence of the other 
brajich of the Legiflature ; but that it was not a neceffary 
confequence that becaufe that Houfe addreffed, the otlier 
would ; and if there fliould be any difference, it would be a 
moft extraordinary and unprecedented thing to find that the 
hands of the Monarch were ftrengthened by one firanch of 
the Legiflature, and the fame principle difapproyed of by the 
I other. 
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other. But he contended, that the great and leading feature 
was this, which fliould alarm and induce them to vote for the 
previous quellion : that there were future meafures refpefting 
the treaty for the Houfe to deliberate upon, and that the - 
words of the prefcnt addrefs precluded them from that delir^ 
heration. If that was the cafe, the freedom of Parliament 
was violated, and the principles of its conftitution betrayed. 

If not, and that they could deliberate again, fuppofe the re- 
fult of their deliberation difFerent, they got into a dilemma 
equally perplexing. By this addrefs they invigorated the 
Ijands of the Crown, t(>ld all Europe that they approved of 
tlie treaty, pledged themfelves to France, entitled the King 
of this free country to make a more decilive and determined 
propofition ; and if any future view of the fubjedt Ihouhl 
induce them to change their opinion, they could not exprefs 
tliat witliout riiking the difgrace of forcing their Sovereign 
to Withdraw a pledge which their ralhnefs and precipitation 
had empowered him to give. He concluded with faying, 
that the right honourable gentleman wdio had fpoken before 
Jiim (Mr. Cirenville) bad faid that the fituation of Minifters 
was new, and they had been called on for money and rnea- 
fures. No adminiftration had ever delighted more in novel- 
ty and innovation; but wliether thefe novelties had been ac- 
tually carried, or had been miferably abortive, he truflcd 
that they would not be empowered by the vote of that night 
to add to the lift, by voting an addrefs new and unprecedented, 
unneceffary and premature in the prefen t ft age of the bufinefs, 
and, as he had attempted to fhew, without a fingle precedent 
to dire£l it; for as far as the principles of the canftitutioii were 
to be drawn from fa£ls, their voting the addrefs would be de- 
ftrucftive of that freedom of deliberation which it was the 
objed of the forms of Parliament to protect. 

Mr. fVilher fierce complaining that he had been frequently Mr. 
inifquoted and in ifre prefen ted, added, that fome honourable 
gentlemen had chofen to underftand, or, at leaft, to repre- 
fent him as faying, that the Houfe would ceafe to confider it 
as the political intereft of the nation, that in no cafe alliances 
could he defirable. I’his was not altogether his meaning; 
nor in fending gentlemen to the poor man’s cottage, had he 
it in his wifh to work on the feelings of the Houfe, but to 
point out to them, by an appeal to faft, that what was the 
nioft fuccefsful and glorious to the country did but ill com- 
penfate to the bulk of the people the hardihips to wdiicli it 
iubjeSed them, and the perpetual burdens which it impofed; 
believing that foreign connections often engaged us in wars, 
and often, too, failed us in the hour of trial. He conceived 
nothing could be more abfurd than for the chance of rhofe 
foreign alliances to facrifice certaio commercial advantages, 

R r which. 
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which, whilft they tended to i;nake us really better prepared 
for war when we lliould be engaged in it, promoted, in the 
mean while, the domeftic comfort and private happinefs of 
the fbciery. He next adverted to wlint had been urged con- 
cerning the fenfe of the manufadurers, maintaining that it 
was abfurd todeny their being favourable to the treaty, be- 
caule they had not made a formal communication of their 
opinions to the Hoiife, when every man muft know their 
tiniverfal concurrence in the mealure who had made the fmal- 
lefl: inquiry. He now read a letter to his colleague and 
himfelf from a meeting at Leeds, bxpreflive of the meeting’s 
high approbation of tlie treaty, and deliring them to pufli it 
forward with all proper expedition. He defired, before he 
fat down, to flate one argument to the Houfe, and more 
particularly to his honourable friend (Mr. Wyndham) which 
had not yet been urged. It miglit lead the oppofers of the 
treaty to fiifped that party motives had too flrong an opera- 
tion on tlieir friends in the judgement which they had form- 
ed. Many on that fide of the Houfe, he really believed, ad- 
ed moll Ih'idly according to the didates of their confcience; 
but what couid fo plainly demonflrate a fpirit of party as tlie 
whole of tlieir condud and language on this occafion. They 
now in the ftrongell terms reprobated the idea of any com- 
mercial connedion, or any harmonious intercourfe with 
France. I'hey ftated it to be a fyflem which it was referved 
for the rafhnefsof the prefent Miniflry to introduce, it ha- 
ving often before been attempted, but always unfuccefsfully ; 
and when it had adually been tried in fome of the worft pe- 
riods of our hiftory, it w'as foon difcontinued as a fyftem 
ruinous to the heft interefls of the country ; yet he muft ap- 
peal to the recolledion of every man in the Houfe, if the 
many perfons who now urged thefe arguments had not in 
the heginnmg of the negociations heard the, propofjtion of 
the IVench treaty difculfed with acquiefcence, and even ap- 
proliation ? Why had they not from the firft ftated thefe 
ten ihleapprelienfions which they now entertained, which he 
defired gentlemen would ohferve (becaufe here lay the ftrefs 
of the argument) w^ere reprefented not to arife from any 
particular provifions contained in the treaty, but from an 
alarm at our making any treaty at all ; any connedion which 
could, bear the name of friendly, with a powder whom we 
ought to keep at arms length, and confider under all circum- 
ftances as a mortal and irreconcileable enemy; yet, fo far 
from feeling tbefe emotions of horror at the very notion, iil 
the firft iuftance, they had rather confidered the fcheme as one 
which Miniftry were not fincere in their attempts to execute, 
reprefenting it to be little more than a way of gaining over 
an ufeful ally to govornment in the perfon of the negocia* 
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tor. But this was not all ; for thefe very gentlemen them- 
felves when in office drew up and ratified the definitive trea- 
ty of peace, in which a reciprocal commercial treaty was one 
of the ftipulations, and they gave fome pointed inftruilions 
to their Ambaffador (the Duke of Manchefter) to this very 
effe6l. How could this conduft be deemed conlillent ? Was 
he not warranted from it to conclude, that they fuffered 
themfelves to be folely adSuated by a principle of party, and 
that it was impoffible for his right honourable friend ,(Mr. 
Pitt) to bring forward any treaty, or any material meafure, 
with which they would fuffer their fentiments fo thoroughly 
to coincide as to become followed by their full concurrence, 
and to which they would give their countenance and fupport? 

Mr. Toting faid, that he could not avoid fincerely compli- 
‘menting a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) on the 
very able manner in which he had prefled on the Houfe a juft 
eftimate of the great fuperiority of our manufaftures over 
thofe of France, as well as the advantages of capital, whilft 
in competition for the market — but when he ftated the great 
copartnerfliip bufinefs of England, that concentration of 
landed and commercial wealth in one great capital, found- 
ed in the fyftem of Banks and Bankers, who, being the de- 
pofitaries of the landed rents, and general property of the 
fubjecSl, and converting thofe funds to pupofes of difeount, 
made all the riches of the kingdom fubfervient to trade, he 
could not l)ut confider his conclufion at variance with fuch a 
pofition, when he afterwards faid, that, by this treaty, we 
fliould admit France into partnerlhip, and a beneficial lhare 
of this capital, to the immediate lofs of Great Britain. 
The fadl was, that if the firft data of the right honourable 
gentleman were true, (and fo he believed them to be) -the 
commercial treaty would afford an immediate balance of 
trade in favour of England, and that balance of trade> ad- 
ding to the national capital, would give frelh fpur and vi- 
gour, and leave annually the competition more hopelefs on 
the fide of France, at leaft to the extent of fuch balance, 
whether 500,000!. more or lefs, we fhould not have France 
for our partners, but be the Bankers for that and more. As to 
what fell from a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Flood) on 
the preceding Monday, relative to the value of our home 
market, as taking nine tenths of our manufailures, he 
ftiould beg leave to urge, that occafions , might offer in 
which the remaining tenth part might be of equal value al- 
moft “with the other nine; for a marine armament, or, in 
other words, a navy, was not to be fupported but on a 
commercial bafis ; that is, on an extenfive fyftem of exports 
and imports, and in this too our capital might ferve us to na- 
val purpofes, as it might induce orders on credit, which 
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France could not g!ve^ and thus take the carrying trade from 
her. An honourable gentleman (Mr. Wynham) had menti- 
oned the treaty in the light of an innovation, which fliould 
never be admitted on mere fpeculation, and without motives 
ofneceffity. But, it was to be feared that the necellity of 
J>ufhing our trade to its vtmoft extent^ was abfolute and 
ftrong. The returns of our poors rates, probably 3,500,000 
(or about) a fa£l which he adduced, and left with the gentle- 
man of the country to determine; namely, that from the 
conlblidation of farms, the faculty of general migration to 
the capital, opened by our improvi!:;d roads, and from other 
caufes, the agricultural ground had not its former bnfis of 
employ for our labourers, and that a fublHtutc muft be found 
for their fupport, that not being (taking colleilion numbers) 
paid and fuftained by the hand as before, we mull find manu- 
fablures and commerce in greater extent than heretofore to 
feed and fnftain them, and to keep up population and the 
fpirit of induftry. 

Mr. Young concluded with fome ohfervat?ons on what had 
fallen from Mr. Wyndham, as to the experience and years 
necefTary to conflitute the flatefman, and fit him for fuch an 
enterprize as the prefent. He contended (and brought Mr* 
Wyndham himfelf as an example) that a man might be early 
an orator, and early a flatefman, fixing his princii)Ies, and ap- 
plying them to the general furvey of flates, and of their po- 
licy; but that other arts of a flatefman did indeed require 
age; fuch as the arts of conciliation, and of corruption found- 
ed on an intimate correfpondence with all kinds of men, and 
a deep invefligation of the vices and foibles of the human 
heart, and which could gain men over, not only againfl their 
principles, hut even againfl their interells. 

Sir Grey Sir Grey Cooper , contemled, that the point of the ad- 
drefs now under confideration, by the force of the words in 
which it was exprefled, became an irregular and unparliamen- 
tary proceeding, contrary to the rules and orders of that Houfe 
in pafling bills, *nd not fupported by any one good prece- 
dent which bore upon the point in queflion. It was an un- 
neceflary flep in the order of proceeding for any other pur- 
pofe but that of preclufion. He defired the Houfe to confi- 
der in how different a manner their anceflors proceeded in the 
cafe of the commercial treaty of Utrecht. 1 hat treaty was 
laid before the Houfe by a meffage from the Queen. A Com- 
mittee of the whole Houfe was appointed to lake the 8th and 
9th articles into confideration. After a long debate in that 
Committee, on the queflion that the ,Houfe be moved for 
leave to bring in a bill to make effedual the 8th and 9th ar- 
ticles of the treaty of commerce, the queflion was carried by 
a very large majority, greater than on any vote on the pre- 
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fent treaty. The bill was brought in and read a firft tima.at 
the diftance of a fortnight from the vote in the Parliamen- 
tary Committee. There was an. interval of a week between 
the firft and fecond reading of the bill. Petitions now came 
in from nil quarters againll the treaty. And the Committee 
on the bill fat for many days to hear the petitioners by their 
counfel againll the treaty. The report from this Committee 
was received and agreed to. But on th'fe queftion that the hilt 
with amendments be engroffed, it was carried in the neg<i- 
tive by a majority of nine. No addrefs was prefented to the 
C^ieen till after the reje6i:i(>n of the 8th and 9th articles. And 
then tlie addrefs was to thank her Majefty for what fhe liad 
done in the treaty of commerce with France, by laying lo 
good a foundation for tlie interefts of her people in trade. 

. Mr. John Sfoit faid that he mull beg leave particularly tOMr, Johtf 
animadvert on the fpeeches of his two honourable and learned Scou. 
friends (Mr. Anftruther and Mr. Adam), and to contend a- 
gainft the apparent nbfurdity of the pofitions laid down by 
the former, refpefting the inftability of our manufadfures, 
which he inftanced in the cotton branch. Mr. Scott infilled 
that the inference which his honourable and learned Iriend 
would fain draw from that argument was, that becaufe it had 
exifted only twelve years it would now be ruined, Thefe was 
not the fmalleft ftiade of difFerence betw^een the language and 
import of the prefent addrefs, and that which had been voted 
during the difeuffion of the Irifli propofitions; the one faying^ 
that after mature deliberation the Houfe had adopted, and 
would take fteps to carry "into effe£l, certain refolutions ; and 
the other declaring, that after ferious deliberation, &c. fee. 

Mr. Scott then took a general view of the condu6l: of Oppo- 
fition in the bufinefs of a commercial negociation with France, 
and infilled that it was manifeft fuch a treaty was in their 
contemplation when in office. Me was happy that the mea- 
fure was now efteded in a manner which promiled this coun- 
try a very great acceliion of wealth, and which held out the 
moft liberal encouragement to her artizans, whofe induftry, 
perfeverance and Ikiil, joined to their prodigious capital, smuft 
ever infure them the fuperiority. For his own part, he con- 
fidcred the addrefs as fignifyiiig no more, than that thofe gen- 
tlemen who were of ojunion that the meafure which was the 
fuhjeft of it had been fufficiently difculTed, and fully under- 
flood, fliould exprefs by tiieir vote that they approved-of its 
tendency. He could fee no reafon for poftponing the bufi- 
nefs, left the prefent opinions of the manufafturers might, in 
the courfe of time, undergo a revolution, fnflead of delay, 
the meafure, in his opinion, called for prompt decifion. 

Sir James anlwered, that he mull beg leave to point Slv Jam. 

out the egregious mifreprefentations which the honourable 
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gentleman who fpoke laft haH been guilty of, in ftiting the 
words of the addrefsonthe Iriflipropofitions, and that which the 
Houfe was now called upon to vote* He urged a number of 
arguments againft the treaty, imd particularly againfl. (what 
he termed) the giddy and unprecedented mode of proceeding 
which was adopted for hurrying it to aconclufion. 

Mr. Powys. Mr. Powys prefled his marked difapprobation of the precipi- 
tate manner in which (he contended that) it was meant to 
bind up the Houfe from the exercife of their moft important 
and fundamental privileges, the right of difeufling and decid- 
ing on every meafure in the various ftages in which it was 
ufually prefented to their confideration. 

Mi. Fox. Mr. Fox reprobated the whole proceeding of that day, as in 
the higheft degree unbecoming that Houfe, and contrary to 
its ancient and eftablilhed forms of proceeding. An honour- 
able and learned gentleman had dire£led a good part of what 
he advanced upon that day, to the glaring perverfion of the 
argument of an honourable and learned friend of his, and on 
that perverfion the honourable and learned gentleman had 
grounded all his reafoning, with a view to render his honour- 
able and learned Friend’s argument ridiculous. The honour- 
able and learned gentleman had ftudioufly avoided repeating 
the words of the addrefs on thelrifh propofitions, becaufe the 
words were fo different in their nature, and bore fo oppofite 
a conftruftion to that which the honourable and learned gen- 
tleman had laboured to put upon them, that the bare corre6t 
recital of them would have proved, that his reafoning was falfe, 
and that the reafoning of his. honourable and learned friend 
had been found and undeniable. With regard to the addrefs, 
of all the pra&ices of Adminiftration, it was the moft alarm- 
ing, the moft dangerous, and the moft unconftitutional. He 
would not, indeed, go fo far as an honourable and learned friend 
of his had gone and agree, that if a fingle precedent could be 
found upon the Journals, for fuch a proceeding, he would re- 
linquifli the point, and vote for the addrefs. There might he, 
and there undoubtedly were, various bad precedents upon the 
Journals in a great many inftances. There might poffibly, 
therefore, be a precedent for the prefent proceedings, but if 
there ftiould be a precedent to be found, he would venture to 
fay, that it muft be a precedent to be reprobated, and not a 
precedent fit to be made an example. Mr. Fox reminded the 
Houfe that the Addrefs went to deprive the Houfe of its legif- 
Jative capacity, to preclude debate, and to render null and void 
all thofc forms which the wifdom of their anceftors had pro- 
vided, as the parliamentary cautions and guards againft fur- 
prize, and for the purpofe of preventing any meafure of a le- 
giflaiive nature from being hurried through the Houfe, with- 
out ample deliberation and ample difcufiion. Had thebufinefs 
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bei 5 n brought on in the ufual way, they fliouH have enjoyed 
full time to know the option of the Maniifaiturers, and to 
difcufs the fubje6l again and again, before they came to a de- 
cifivc vote upon it. In all cafes of trade, the form of the 
Houfe obliged the matter to be iiriV fuhmitted to a Com- 
mittee of the whole Houfe, where refolutions were neceffary 
to be moved, and confequently where the matter was in the 
firll inftanceopen to debate. The refolutions, when agreed to, 
were reported to the Houfe, and on the Houfe’s agreeing to the 
report, a bill was ordered^ in. Had that been the mode of pro- 
ceeding adopted in the prefent cafe, inlleaJ of a premature 
addrefs, the Houfe would have had fix llages to have difcufled 
the fubje6l m, before they came to their uitimate vote. The 
bill muft be read a firft time, it muft be read a fecond time, 
committed, reported, ehgrofled and read a third time and paf- 
fed ; at every one of thofe feveral ftages, the Houfe would 
have found an ample opportunity of debating deliberately ; 
whereas what was the cafe then? They were called on to vote 
an addrefs which tied up their hands, which pledged the Houfe 
to fupport whatever hill might be brought in, and pi^cluded 
all future debate and all future difcuflion. This was an ill 
omen of our future intercourfe with France; it was a bad 
beginning *, it was adopting and copying the French conflitu- 
tion at the fame time that we were about to take the French 
commerce. It was commencing our intercourfe with France 
in a moll inaufpicious manner, and it was not more ungrace- 
ful than unnccfffiry, hecaufe the coining to a vote upon the 
addrefs woultl not accelerate the conclufion of the proceed- 
ings on the commercial treaty ; it would not forward them 
one hour. Would it not, then, on every account, have been 
more wiic, more grave, and more l>ecoming tliat Houle, to 
have proceeded in the ufual way by bill, and afterlhey had gone 
tlirougl) all the fix llages, through which a bill muff nc^cef- 
farily pals, would it not have been better, in every fmle of the 
word, to have then voted an addreis, and gone up to the . 

Throne with it, informing His Majelly, that his faithful 
Commons had complied with his royal requifition in his ipeec^Ii 
to Parliament, and agreed to fupport the commercial treaty 
with France. Should the addrefs unfortunately pafs (which 
he {lattered hinifelf it would not) he muft in that cafe, hear- 
tily willi that the Houfe had been in a Committer, if it were 
only to fave the Speaker from the fhame and difg race of going 
up to His Mnjefty and prefentihg an addrefs. What fort of 
a fpeech could the right honourable gentleman poffihly make, 
fliould he have the difagreeahle tafk of attending at St. James’s 
with the addrefs ? — With what an aukward feeling muft the 
right honourable gentleman fay, that His Majefty’s faithful 
Commons had deftroyed their own forms, and groflly violated 
.VoL. XXK S s ' ' the 
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the conRitution \ Extremely unreafonable was it for the 
fight honourable geutteman oppollte to him, to prefs the mo- 
tion on the addrels at that time, fince it was evident that he 
would not get any forwarder by fo doing. It was not delay 
that he was contending for, becaufe the delaying the addrefs 
could not operate as any procraftination of the meafures to 
be taken for the conclufion of the treaty. Severe and unme- 
rited was the contempt with which an honcurable and learned 
gentleman had talked of the manufa6furers who flgned the 
petition on their table. They were not a few folitary manu- 
fa£Iurers as they had been deferibed to be, but men of un- 
doubted cliaracl^ler, and undoubted worth and lionour. Men, 
who, when tliey came before that Houfe, eitlier as the dele- 
gates .and reprefentatives of others, or in their own individual 
chara£ler, ^vere well intkied to he received, and lillened to 
with attention. They liad a right to he heard in every flage 
cf the bullnefs, but how would the Houfe be able to hear tliein 
after the addrefs was prelented, when they would be precluded 
from a6\ing upon any information, however important, which 
Mr. W.ilker or Mr. Holmes, or any other of the fubferihers, 
might lay before the Houfe? Mr. Fox concluded with ex- 
prertiog his hope, that it would be the determination of the 
Houfe to rejedl the addrefs for the prefent, by agreeing to tlie 
cjueRion; fince if they did not, they would not only make a 
bad precedent for that Houfe, but as abfolutely preclude the 
Houfe of Lords from free debates as if they followed the ex- 
ample of Oliver Cromwell, and filenced that neceffary and 
conftitutional branch of the legiflature. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved, that it had hitherto been 
oellorPitt. ufual for gentlemen on the oppofite fide of the Houfe to op- 
pofe the treaty with France on commercial principles, as 
likely to injure the trade and maim failures of this country ; 
but it now appeared, from the argument of a right honoura- 
ble gentleman who had taken a very ailive part in the de- 
bate, and who had difplayed a very uncommon fliare of abi- 
lity (and by the by he had never before heard a fubjeft 
handled on both fides of the Houfe with greater ability than 
the prefent) it appeared from the arguii^ents of that right 
honourable gentleman, that that ground of oppofition was 
at length fully .abandoned. — [Here, Mr. Burke flaevving fome 
inclination to interrupt Mr. Pitt, lie begged he would hear 
liim out, and then either contradieV his fails, or difpute his 
inferences, wfiich ever lie thought proper; but not to at- 
tempt to do fo before he had ftaled the one, or drawn the 
other.] He admitted, that in a commercial light the treaty 
appeared exceptionable, though with a view to nianufaftiire 
it was falutary and advantageous— How fuch a contradiilion 
roiild be reconciled or underllood, was what, for his own, 
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part, he had no conception of; but from the way in which 
the right honourable gentleman endeavoured to make it our^ 
it was evident that no fuch paradox could exift in thp prefent 
inftance, even if it could exift in any. The right honoura* 
ble gent^ema^ had endeavoured to fliew, that by means of 
our great trading capital our manufadures were fecured, but 
the very circumftance of the extenfivenefs of that capital 
would become the means of transferring the difpofal of our 
manufadures from our own hands to thofe of France : this 
was a confeqiience of the enjoyment of a great capital, which 
be had never heard before, and which he belie^d would re- 
quire a greater degree of proof than the right honot^rable 
gentleman’s argument, however ingenious and eloquent, 
could poflibly afford it. On the whole, he was convinced, 
that after what had appeared in that Houfe — after the letters 
which they had heard read by gentlemen who reprefented 
tiiofe parts -of the kingdom which abounded moft in manii- 
faflurers, expreffing not only the concurrence of their confti- 
tuents in the meaiure, but their ardent anxiety for its fpeedy 
and immediate completion, when this exprefs approbation of 
many was confirmed by the filence of almoft all the I'eft, he 
was convinced that in a commercial view of the fubje<Sl, tfiat 
tliere was fcarcely a poffibility for any difference of opinion. 
I'lie gentlemen who oppofed the addrefs had not, however, 
abandoned the other ground of objeftion on which they had 
formerly founded their oppofition to the treaty — the evil ten- 
dency of its political operation. With refpc<5l to, that, he 
agreed entirely with his honourable and learned friend be- 
hind him, (Mr. Scott) that the arguments on that view of 
the queftion, if they had any weight at all, went not to the 
delaying, but the entire rejedlion of the fyftem. That quef- 
tioii however had been fo frequently debated, and (he be- 
lieved) fo generally nnderftood, that it was not neceffary for 
him to f'ly any thing concerning it; and indeed any thing 
that he could fay, would only a repetition of what he had 
faid himfelPalready, and what had been frequently faid by- 
others, which however had been fufficient to prove, that the 
political cftedl of the treaty was not only not dangerous, but 
in every refpedi equally beneficial with its commercial ten- 
dency. But gentlemen finding all their objedlions to the 
meafure itfelf perfedliy untenable in point of fair reafoningt 
had that day reforted to a frefti argument, adapted to the 
prefent ftage of the bufinefs, and calculated to impede and 
embarrafs what they faw it would be impoffible for them, 
with any tolerable profpeft of fuccefs, fairly to oppofe: they 
rjow attempted to complain, that there was an intention of 
coupling the introduftion of a fyftem of French commerce 
tprith an adoption of the principles of the French conftitu<» 
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tion. What ! was there any thing flavifli or inconfifterit 
yjith the Britifla conftitution for the Houfe of Commons to 
approach His Majefty with an adclrefs, informing him that 
they have taken into their ferious confuleration a fubjeiSl re- 
commended by His Majefty, as likely to produce the molt 
happy confequences to his fubjefls ; and that after the molt 
mature deliberation, after giving every opportunity for thofe 
intereftcd in the event to come and ftate their fentiments, 
and, if apprehenfive of danger, to exert all nteans of oppofi- 
tion in liieir power, and being alfo fatisfied of the nearly 
nniverfal cod^urrence of their conftituents, they are, after 
fuch deliberation and fuch necelfary and conftitutional delay, 
ready to co-operate with His Majefty in thefe meafures, 
which, together with lilm, they think highly beneficial to 
the kingdom. So far trom any abandonment of the fpirit 
of the iiriti/h conftitution, this proceeding was fuch as no 
conftitution hut a free conftitution could admit of. Gen- 
tlemen on the other hde of the Houfe had called for pre- 
cedents, and liad founded much of their argument againft 
the add i els on the karcity of Inch precedents ; hut he de- 
fircxl that gentlemen, before they inlifted on any great num- 
ber of precedents, would pleafe to Ibevv him that there had 
ever been many inftances, in wliich it had proved neceflary 
for that Houle to lanilion by its concurrence any treaties 
eiitered into by the crown. T'lie fa6f was, there were fcarcely 
any fuch inllances U) he found : hut he could, notwithftand- 
ing, produce a precedent clearly and decifively in point, and 
which at the fame time was a ftronger cafe than the prefent 
— a precedent of but two years ftanding. He fuppofed that 
he lliould he told, that fuch a precedent would lofe its weight 
when it was confidered, that it was eftahlilhed under an Ad- 
miniftration, whole inexperience and ignorance Had given rife 
to innumerable ahlurdities and blunders, of which this was 
one. But he delired gentlemen alfo to remember, that that 
Adminiftration, inexperienced arid ignorant as they might 
have been, had yet the advantage of the moll vigilant, the 
inoft indefatigable, and the n>oll uniform corredion; and 
that from perfons the moft numerous, the moft able, and 
the moft united, that any Adminiftration in this country had 
ever before the good fortune to meet with. There was no 
danger, therefore, of their ever falling into the errors confe- 
fjuen*' to inexperience and ignorance ; for if at any time they 
ihould to miftake or forget their duty, they were 

lure of being fet right, and that without any great degree of 
ceremony or tendernefs, and confequently, though their er- 
rors rbight have originated in ignorance and inexperience, 
yet their perfifting in them muft be only the elFe£l of wilful 
and obftinate difregard to the very feafonable admonitions 
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which they were always fure to receive. However, as they 
had met with no fuch admonitions, with no fuch corre6lions 
from thofe gentlemen at the time of eftabiilhing the prece- 
dent he was going to refer to, he apprehended that any ob- 
je6lion to the efficacy and validity of the precedent would 
come with very little force from the gentleman over-agalnft 
him. The precedent he alluded to was, that of the addicfs 
to His Majefty on the fubje< 9 : of the Irifti propofitions, by 
wdiich the Houfe had pledged its confiftency to the palling of 
certain a 61 s of Parliament for the purpofe of carrying thofe 
propofitions into effe6l. iMr. Pitt compared tfie two cafes 
together, contending that they were exaftly in point with 
each other, and that no ohjedlion could be made at the pre- 
fent period, which did not apply with equal authority to the 
former. He went over the complaint that had been made 
againft Major Scott of perverting the words of the former 
addrefs, in order to make it more applicable to the prefent, 
and affirmed, that he had flated it with perfeft accuracy, ex- 
cept with the addition of one or two words, w^hich words 
could not poffibly be conftrued, in the manner attempted by 
the gentlemen on the other fide of the way, into ft wilful 
miftatement— thofe words being rather unfavourable to the 
conclufion than the contrary. As to the merits of the ob- 
jedlion itfeif, that tlic Houfe would abandon its delibcra- 
tive fun£lion by now concluding itfeif to a full and per- 
fed: adoption of the whole fyftem/’ he mufl obferve, that 
in a cafe like the prefent it applied with very little force, for 
it was a c.'ife in which the deliberative funftion of the Houfe 
was confined to the broad queftion, whether they fhould 
conclude and execute the treaty at large, and could not pof- 
fibly enter into any difeuffion of the detailed parts of it, with 
a view to alter or amend them, but was under a neceffity, 
either of rejeding or confirming the treaty in toto. The only 
point then for the Houfe to confider was, whether the treaty, 
taken entire and with all its dependencies, was or was not 
worthy -to receive the fandlion of Parliament, or whether 
they had enjoyed fufficient time to weigh it properly : in 
that view he hoped and expefted that gentlemen would coo- 
fider the prefent queftion. If they thought the treaty bad 
for the country, it behoved them to vote againft the addrefs ; 
and if they thought themfelves not yet fufficient maflers of 
it, fo as to venture then to determine on its merits, it became 
their duty certainly to vote for poftponing the addrefs. But 
fuch gentlemen as felt themfelves prepared to decide upon 
the treaty, that it was defirable for the country, and one to 
which they were at the prefent moment ready to give their 
full affent, it was certainly incumbent to fupport the ad- 
drefs : nor could there be any thing improper in any perfon 

under- 
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undertaking to do at a future period not very, remote, that 
which, if circumftances were fufficiently ripe, he fliould be 
willing to do on the prefent. He was furprifed to hear an 
ohje6lion from the other fide of the Houfe, grounded on a 
tendernel's for the rights and privileges of tlie Houfe of 
Lords, and a complaint that the Houfe of Commons, in 
committing itfelf on any certain fpecified meafure, preclu-* 
ded the Lords from any other cxercife of their judgement 
upon it — than its fimple adoption or rejedlion, without en- 
tering into any queftion relative to its modification or amend- 
ment. In the firlf place, the Houle of Lords vrere, iit that 
point of view, in no worfe a fituation than themfelves, for 
they were only at liberty barely to adopt or rejeft the mca- 
fure. But if this were not the cafe, it was perfeilly clear 
that fuch a mode of proceeding would put the Houfe of 
Lords on the moft advantageous poffible ground for the dif- 
culTion of the fubjedl— for, as the prepofition was one which 
related to finance, and had for its objedt a regulation of du- 
ties, the Houfe of Lords, if it were fent up to them in the 
fliape of a bill, would not be at liberty to make any altera- 
tions in it ; whereas, being fent to them only as a relblution, 
they would not by any means find themfelves fo circum- 
fcribed. 

Mr. she* Mr, Sheridan faid that he meant to move a new queftion ; 

rfeau. ^ the queftion of adjournment, in order that he might have an 
opportunity of propofing a refolution upon the fuhjedl: of 
the extraordinary do6Vrines laid down .by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, doftrines as new and as unconftitutional as 
ever were heard within thofe walls! If the right honourable 
gentleman had entertained the notion which he had juft 
fuggeiled to the Houfe, the right honourable gentleman 
ought to have rifen the other day, and declared that he did 
entertain fuch opinions, when he (Mr. Sheridan) had exprelP- 
ly faid, that an addrefs precluded the Houle from fartlier 
debate, and ought not therefore to be a meafure propofed, till 
every other ftep had been taken, and the Houfe had given 
its final vote. By his filence, when he havi thus talked of 
an addrefs, the right honourable gentleman Iiad given his a(- 
fent to his argument. The right honourable gentleman 
had told the Houfe, that he could produce a precedent for 
fuch an addrefs as the prefent, and had inftantly mentioned 
one of his own. This was the great feature of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman’s adminiftration, which commenced in 
proceedings direftly contrary to the conftitution, and had 
abounded with inftances of outrage againft it. But he ne- 
verthelefs dared the right honourable gentleman openly to 
ftand up and maintain, that an addrefs, of the nature of 
that which the Houfe had that night been called upon to 
i vote. 
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vote, could be juftified. And he would alfo mention one 
particular inftance of tlie right honourable gentleman’s con- 
du(S, which mull cover him with fliame and confufion; anti 
that was his having two years ago perluad d that' Hoiifc to 
vote an addrels upon the report ot the Irifli propolitions; 
and two days afterwards the right honourable gentleman 
came down to that Houfe, and brought in a bill, the pre- 
amble of which contradifled, and was widely different from 
the words of the Report. Mr. Sheridan, after complaining 
cri the right lionourable^gentleinan for having charged a 
right honourable friend of his (Mr, Burke) with a recanta- 
tion of principles and do 61 tines which he had never avowed, 
hut which had been avowed by another right honourable 
friend of his (Mr. Fox) concluded with declaring, that 
\Vhen the bill came to be read a lirll time, he would move to 
give his negative to the motion, 011 purpofe to have the doc- 
trines of the right honourable gentleman fairly and fully 
difcuffixl. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that it was extremely hard ^fr. Chan- 
upon him that the honourable gentleman, in the very fame 
breath in which he accufed him of having made an unfound- 
ed conclufion of a recantation of principles in thofe who 
oppofed tlie treaty, becaufc fome of tliem fupported their 
opinions on principles which others difavowed, fliould yet 
force upon him fentiments which he bad never delivered, 
meredy becaufc they had l)een exprelled by gentlemen who 
CO- operated with him in the meal’urc. But this was not the 
greatell: difficulty wliich the honourable gen’leman thought 
proper to iiripoie upon him ; for the honourable gentleman 
liad inferred, that he coincided with the opinions which he 
had Iiimfelf laid dowm, becaufe he did not Hand up imme- 
diately and contradidl them. It was his misfortune to be 
obliged, from the indifpenfable duties of bis ftation, te be 
oftener than he wiflied under a neceffity of troubling the 
iloufe on many occalions ; but if it w^erc to be canfidered as 
a fixed maxim, that whenever the honourable gentleman 
tliought proper to advance an abfurdity, which he did not 
immediately contradict, that he was thereby pledged to the 
confequences of fuch abfurdity, he fliould of courle be un- 
der a neceffity of trefpaffing much oftener on the time and 
patience of the Houfe than he had hitherto done. As to his 
being obliged tp make a confeffion that fliould cover him 
with fliaiiie and confufion, of a variation between the bill 
of the lall feffion, and the propofitions on which that bill 
was founded, he muft inform the honourable gentleman, that 
as he fliould not be allowed to pledge him on any occafion, 
fo neither would he fuffer him to confefs for him. 

The honourable gentleman had, in corroboration of tfie 

charge 
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ciiarge which he made againft him of a defire to overturn the 
principles of the conftitution, reforted to a fubjedt, whichy 
with any view whatfoever, either of his vindication from 
fuch a charge, or his general credit with the Houfe, lie 
fhould always be happy to fee brought to their recolledlion. 
The points in iflue in that controverly to which the honour- 
able gentleman had alluded, and which had been the means 
of laifing him to the fituation which he at that moment (he 
feared, unworthily) filled, — were of fuch a nature, as he be- 
lieved that Houfe and the Public v^ould long remember, and 
which it was his fincere and earneft wifli fhould never be 
forgotten. 

Mr. Sheridan anfwered, if the right honourable gentle- 
man perfifted in denying that any member was not free to 
give his vote againft a bill, after voting for an addrefs of the 
nature of that then in queftion, he certainly would fay no to 
tlie firft reading of the bill, for the purpofe of bringing the 
queftion fairly under diftuflion. 

Sir Grey Cooper ftated what had been the mode of proceed- 
ing when the treaty of Utrecht was propofed to Parliament. 

Mr. Fox remarked, that his objedl was to move a refolu- 
tion, That it was the opinion of that Houfe, that it was 
impoffible for them to bind or preclude themfelves by any 
addrefs to the throne, from either debating or voting upon 
any fubfequeiit legiflative queftion whatever.” Mr. Fox, 
reiterated his former arguments, to proceed by bill, and in- 
ftanced the cafe of the Irifh propofitions, declaring that no 
man there dreamt of moving an addrefs, ftating in exprefs 
words to the throne, that the Houfe would pafs any fpeci- 
fic number of bills for the purpofe of enforcing the propo- 
fitions, Had fuch an addrefs been moved, it would have 
been reprobated. In the cafe of the peace of Utrecht, let 
the Houfe recolleft that a bill had been brought in to enaft 
the eighth and ninth articles. The queftion for the firft 
reading had, on a Jivifion, been carried by an uncommonly 
large majority, the numbers having been 150, or there- 
abouts, to 10. It was read a fecond time upon a divifion of 
a large majority alfo, and it went to aDommittee, and two 
or three days afterwards, it had been thrown out on the re- 
port. This proved the importance of a regular compliance 
with the forms of the Houfe, and a due exercife of their de- 
liberative powers. A large majority had thus been, by mere 
dint of debate and difculfion, converted into a minority, 2nd 
one of the worft and moft hoftile treaties to the Britifli c\n- 
ftitution that ever was heard was put an end to and anni- 
hilated. What was the reafon that the honourable gentle- 
man did not proceed in the fame way now ? The reafon was 
obvious. Aware of the event of 1713? he was determined 

to 
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to proceed in another manner; and, in order to enfure the 
fuccefs of his treaty, inllead of rilking tlie chance of deli- 
beration, he had profited by the fate of the treaty of Utrecht, 
and had canfed an acldrefs to be moved to tie up the hands of 
the Houfe, and preclude all debate, and all danger of futur6 
oi)pofition. Had Lord Bolingbroke and Mr. Harl'ey, in the 
year 1713, been aware of the fate of their treaty, they' no 
doubt v/ould liave aimed at doing the lame thing; but hi 
thole days, when one of the moft formidable fadfions go- 
verned this country that fiad ever been in poirelTibn of power, 
tliey never dreamt of venturing fuch a length as the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, who had profited by the Hiort lighted- 
nefs of the Miniftry of 1713, and had whetted his fagacity 
upon their d 11 1 nefs. 

Mr. Chancellor P/V/ lamented that he was fiill doomed to Mr. Chnti^ 
feel the extremely uncandid manner in which the right ho- 
nourahle gentleman accuftomed himfelf to argue every quef- 
tloiv in which he took a part in that Houfe. — Inftead of ad- 
hering to the fubjedt in debate, he contrived on all occafions 
to introduce inflammatory topics, and to infinuate, without 
a colour or pretence, tfiat foinething hoftile was intended by 
him to tlie conftitution. The Houfe, however, were fuf- 
ficieiitly acquainted with the right lionoiirahle gentleman to 
make it unneceflary for him to enter at all into a difcuffioii 
with him on tlut ground* It certainly was true that no re- 
folution of that Houfe could abfolutely bind it down to ^he 
future adoption of any meafure whatfoever, and if, after 
' palling any refolution, the Houfe f|iould fee proper grounds 
for changing its opinion, it certainly was not only compe- 
tent to a6t in contrndiftion to fuch refolntiori, but it was its 
duty fo to do. But, at the fame time, no gentleman ought 
ever to give his vote on a refolution of that nature, unlefs 
he was reafonably allured, in his own mind, that no clrcum- 
liances could hap|>en to induce him to change his opinion — • 
and he hoped that fuch a principle would govern ev^ry gen- 
tleman who fiiould vote wdth him on the prefent queftioii. 

As the motion which was intended to be made was in itfelf 
a trueifm, he did not. think it a proper one to be put upon 
the journals, and he (liould therefore give it his negative. 

Mr. Dcmjiftcr defired to have the motion read, and then Mr. Demp- 
afllgned his reafons,for thinking the addrcls ought not to be 
perfified in. 

The Houfe divided on Mr. Sheridan’s motion of adjourn- 
ment, Ayes, 160.— Noes, 236. 

The main queftion was then put, that an humble addpefs 
be prefented to His Majefty, afluring His Majefty, that w^e 
have taken into our moll ferious confideration the provifiohs 
contained in the treaty of navigation and commerce conclu- 

VoL# XXL 1 t. ded 
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ded between His Majefty and the Moft Chriftian King ; and 
that we beg leave to approach His Majefty with our fincere 
and grateful acknowledgements for this additional proof ot 
His Majefty’s conftant attention to the welfare and happi- 
nefs of his fubjecEls. 

1 hat we ftiail proceed with all proper expedition in taking 
fuch fteps as may beneceffary for giving effecft to a fyftem fo 
well calculated to promote a beneficial intercourfe between 
Great Britain and France, and to give additional permanence 
to the bleffings of peace. 

That it is our firm perfuafion that we cannot more effec- 
tually confult the general interefts of our country, and the 
glory of His Majefty’s reign, than by concurring in a mea- 
fure which tends to the extenfion of trade, and the encour 
ragement of induftry and manufafture, the general fources 
of national wealth, and the fureft foundation of the profperi- 
ty and happinefs of His Majefty’s dominions. 

It was carried. After which a Committee was appointed 
to drayr up and prepare the addrefs; and the fame being read 
and Tipproved, the Houfe adjourned. 

7 'hurfdayj 22 d February* 

No material debate occurred. 

Friday^ ayl February, 

Major Scott Major Sfo/r having obferved, that in confequcnce of fome 
error the whole of the correfpondence relative to Farruckabad 
had not been fubmitted to the Houfe, moved for certain ex- 
trafts from the Bengal Perfian correfpondence of the years 
1781 and 1782, refpedling Farruckabad, 

Mr. Fran- Mr. Francis defired to know whether the extrafts were to 
be of a partial nature, and referring to any particular objeft 
of defence, or whether they were meant to be of a general 
tendency ? 

Major Scott Major Scoit anfwered, that they were to be general extrads 
without any particular reference. 

The motion pafled. 

The Houfe then refolved itfelf into a Committee on the 
chafes againft Mr. Haflings, Mr. Francis in the chair, when 
Sir Elijah impey was called to the bar. 

The firft queftion put to him was, whether he brought 
with him the correfpondence relative to the next charge of 
the tranfaftions in Farruckabad, and relative to the tranfac- 
tions in Oude? 

He anfwered, that be gave to a former Committee wbat 
papers he had on this fubjefl. 

What did he do with the remainder? 
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He did not leave them with any one in Calcutia* 

How did he know that? 

He meatit that he had not depofitcd them confidentially 
with any one there. 

Mr. Middleton being next called, produced feme papers 
relative to the affairs of Farruckabad, with documents re- 
ferring to particular circumftances ; and being alked, whe- 
ther he had any more papers illuftrative of the t ran faft ions 
of Oude? he anfwered in the negative. When on the point 
of withdrawing, Mr. Mjddleton exprefled his hopes of being 
indulged with fuch parts of his books and papers as related 
to his private affairs. 

Mr. Francis affured him that they would be returned as 
foon as it fhould appear to the Committee, that they had 
'fufficiently examined them 

Mr. Bafiard now rofe, and remarked, that as his motion, Mr.Baftar4. 
made during the courfe of the preceding feffion, in order to 
bring in a bill for introducing a reform into the ecclefiailical 
courts with refpeft to vexatious procefles, had not proved fa 
far fuccefsful as to occafion the introduAion of an.aft for 
the full accomplifhment of this falutary purpofe, he fhould 
again beg leave to fix the attention of the Houfe upon a fub- 
je6l extremely interefting and important in its nature. As 
the Houfe had been already pleafed to honour his^ former mo- 
tion with their unanimous concurrence, he might without 
offence infer, that they were thoroughly convinced of the 
neceflity of the meafure. Mr. Baftard now ftated a variety 
of grievances which had occurred in cafes of defamation, and 
more elpecially in thofe of fornication, in the ecclefiafttcai 
courts. — He faid, that he could illuftraie this point by nu- 
merous examples, and as a proof of this alTertion he produ- 
ced feveral cafes, which he confidered as of a ftriking nature. 

Of the lower dalles of people many had been thrown into 
prifons by thole arbitrary and remorfelefs ecclefuftical courts, 
for what they chafe to reprefent as a contempt of their au- 
thority. Some were compelled to do penance for afts of 
fornication committed long previous to their marriage. An 
accufation had been advanced againft a woman, becaufe her* 
firft child born in wedlock was brought forth before the ex- 
piration of nine months, whereby the woman became brand- 
ed with infamy, although flie had been a lawful wife for fe- 
veral years. In one cafe, where a man was fued for commit- 

^ We' do not, in thi« publication, mean to fatigue the reader by 
introducing any parts of evidence, except fuch as feem immediately 
nrccelTary on account of their elucidation of fubfcijuent palTagcs of 
debate. If he wifhes to fee the whole, he will plcafe to refer tp.thc 
ample and accurate coUeftion publiihed by Debrett. 

Ttz 'ting 
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ting fornication with his wife before marriage, it appeared, 
that {even years after her death he was cited to ftand as a pri- 
foner at their bar, though he had lived with her for nine 
years, and was father of feven children. 

A poor woman who ,was pregnant, and very near child- 
birth, was cited to this court ; being at fome diftance and in 
fuch a fituation, flie could not appear in time to ^the cita- 
tion ; the confequetice was, ftie was excommunicated, and 
thus deprived of all thofe temporal advatUages which being 
within the pale of the church affords. But this was not all, 
her foul was fentenced to eternal mifery. 

Such examples were difgrnceful in their pretences and ter- 
rible in their execution. Was it not necefli^ry therefore to 
devlfe fome method of deftroying this minotaiir of the fex— 
this tribunal of oppreffion on the poor, who had no power 
of appeal or protediion from its feverity of infliftion ? l‘he 
ecclehaiiical courts were avaricious and rapacious to an ex- 
treme. If a poor perfon was tried in the inferior courts and 
convi<f\ed, then he could only have recourle by appeal to the 
court of Arches, which was fo very ex pen five that he could 
^ not bear it, and confeqiiently l>ecame obliged to lie under all 
the infamy to which, from tlie fentence pafled on him, he 
wa> neceflarily fuhje( 5 fed.- I'he calc of unfortunate women 
Was alio mofl deplorable. They were fubjecSled to penances 
which (Icilroyed .every principle of fhame, and eventually fit- 
ted them for being received into a hawdy-houfe. Mr. Bafiaid 
now defireti (and received) permiffion to read fome extra^ls 
from a Ipeech made, he ohferved, by one of the patriarchs 
of the church (a right reverend prelate in the upper Houle 
of Parliament) in oppofition to the principles of the meafure 
which had been propofetl on this fubjetfl. Having commented 
upon (wliat he deemeil) tlte falfc pofitions which it contained, 

■ and premifed, that if the civil courts of judicature did not 
perpetually throw open ample means of redrefs and punifh- 
ment for defamation ; means more coniiitutional, and ot 
courfe more eligible than thofe oflered by this ecclefiaftical 
inqnifition, he might perhaps remain filent. Mr. Baftard 
reprobated the fentence of excommiinicaiion, and faid, that 
it was contrary to tlie gentle fpirit of chriftianity, and a 
remnant of that fuperlfition which, moft fortunately, no 
longer prevailed in this country. He then moved, that leave 
be given to bring in a bill for putting an end to all vexatious 
procefles in ecclefiaftical courts. 'I his motion was feconded 
by ^ 

Mr. Hoidf- Holidfivorth, who remarked that in cafes of antinup- 

tial fornication their procedure had been fingularly vexatious, 
and that a gentleman fat near him, who had fuggefled to him 
an example, in which a perfon had been teized with a pro- 
cefs^ ‘on account of antinuptial fornication fifteen years after 

he 
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he was mi^rrictl. He added, that the various inflantv,. j^jg 
oppreflion in the condudl of this arbitrary, this infeiu^^ 
court, ought to operate effeilually with the Legiflature as 
motives for its abolition* 

Sir tVilliam Leman obferved, that the honourable member Sir Willia. 
(Mr. Baftard) merited high encomiums for the zeal which he ^ 

had manifefted againll fuch vexatious procedures on the pre- 
fcnt as well as on former occafions ; and farther added, that 
be knew that in confequence of fuch virtuous a£livity and 
ardour, he had obtained the thanks of the grand jury of the 
county which he reprefented, who had alfo expreffed their 
earnefl wifli that he would again propofe a meafure which 
had at a preceding jundure failed of fuccefs. 

Sir fVillum Dolben faid, that he did not rife with a view Sir william 
of oppofing the motion: he not only thanked the honoura- -l^olbcn. 

Me gentleman for making it, but alfo for, not illuftrating it 
fo copioufly as he might have done from the voluminous 
bundle of papers which he held in his hand, — He wiflieJ, 
however, to remind him that there was nothing more fingu- 
larly vexatious in the ecclefiaflical courts than in any of the 
other courts in which juflice was difpenfed — that the* poor, 
if injured by the decifion of the judicatories in Weftminfter 
Hall, were as little able to apply to the Houfe of Peers for 
redrefs as to the court of Arches, in inftances of defamation. 

The original inftitution of the ecclefiaflical courts was wife 
and good : the abufes which had fuddcnly crept in, could 
not be too foon redtihed ; but even their prelent exiftence did 
not warrant the application of the epithet, infernal, to this 
violently reprobated tribunal. The Patriarchs had been per- 
haps contemptuoufly mentioned ; but he felt a pleafure in 
declaring, that (he believed) there never was a period in 
which the different fees in this kingdom were filled by men 
cf greater learning, or who recommended religion more pow- 
erfully by their own example. 

Mr. Burke faid, that if there were any abufes in the eccle- Mr.Burltc. 
fiaftical courts, the fault was not to be attributed to the bi- 
fhops ; for every one knew that they rarely prefided there, 
and generally did their bufinefs by deputation. 

Mr. Bajiard declaredr that he meant no refledlion on either Mr.BaftarJ 
the bifhops or the clergy, of whofe worth he entertained as 
high an idea as the honourable baronet : he had opened the 
lubje£l folely with the moft anxious hopes of proving the 
humble, but the fortunate inllrument of aiding to extermi- 
nate an evil highly oppreffive to the lower clafs of the com- 
munity, and abfurdly arbitrary in itfelf. 

The motion was then put and agreed to — MelTrs. Baftard, 
Molefworth, and Sir William Leman were orderec| to prepare 
and bring in the bill, 

The-Houfe adjourned. Moyrday^ 



A. 1787, 


PARLIAMENTARY 

Mon 'ciyj 26th February. 

^r* Matthew White Ridley intimated his determination to 

\iii\cy, * permiflion, the attention of tlie Houfe, at 
an early day, to the confideration of a matter wliich had 
been before them during the courfe of the preceding feffion. 
It was the cafe of Captain Brodie, who, in confequence of 
a regulation in the navy fervice, in the laft war, had, without 
any f;iult or failure of his own, been deprived of that rank 
to which he w^a$ juftly entitled, and which he would now 
have holden, had not fuch regulation taken place. If the 
right honourable gentleman would figni^ his intention to 
fee Captain Brodie reftored to his rank. Sir Matthew faid, 
he would not give the Houfe any farther trouble upon the 
fubjedl ; but otlierwife, he fliould think it his duty to take 
the fenfe of the I^oufe upon the matter. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that it was impoflTible for 
ctiiorPitt. gjyg 2ny anfwer tofo extraordinary a requifition, and 

before a fpecified rank could be given or promifed to any 
officer Jn confequence of a motion, the motion inuft be refted 
on very ftrong ground indeed. 

Sir Mat- Sir Matthew White Ridley repeated, that Captain Brodie 
had not loft his rank through any fault or failure of his 
' ^ owr, but had been precluded from being an admiral by a 
regulation. Sir Matthew gave notice, that he would make a 
motion upon the fubjeil in the courfe of the enfuing Mon- 
day. 

A converfation took place, whether the hearing of coun- 
fel in fupport of the petition from the Company’s fervants 
refident in Bengal, &c. complaining of the Eaft-lndia bill of 
1784, which ftood as the firft order of the day, fhould be 
this day firft attended to, or the charge relative to the tranf- 
adions at Farruckabad, which had been put off from time 
to time. 

Mr. Demp* Mr. Defnpjier contended for the right of the petitioners 
td be heard firft, and faid, the deferring it would produce 
manifeft inconvenience ai>d expence. 

Mr. Fran- Mr. maintained, that the charge relative to Far- 
cis. ruckabad ftioulcl come on firft, alledging that it was moft 

temporary and preffing, and that the obje6l of the Bengal 
petition, if attained in the courfe of the prefent feffion, would 
be fufficiently early ; and confequently, if the petitioners 
were heard a month hence, they would be heard time enough 
fpr their purpofe. 

Mr. Demftper begged leave to entertain a contrary opi- 
nion; and at length, the controverfy was put an end to by 
Mr. Chan. Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferving, that probably all the papers 
cclior Pitt, convrerning Farruckabad had not beep printed long enough 

for 
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for gentlemen to have perufed them completely; for his 
part, he declared, that he had not looked into one of them. 

Would it not therefore be proper to put off going into the 
Committee on the charge re(pe6ling Farruckabad, for a day 
or two longer, in order to give gentlemen a full opportunity 
of making themfelves perfedly mailers of all the papers 
printed upon the fubjedl? 

This was confented to by Mr. Burke, and Friday named 
as the day ; but Mr. Burke begged the Houfe to recolleft, 
that the delay was not inaputable to any fault of his, for that 
he was ready to bring the charge the next day, had gen- 
tlemen been prepared to go into the Committee. 

Mr. Burke faid, he would, with the leave of the Houfe, 
move to do that regularly, which had already been done ir- 
regularly, viz. to bring Mr. Middleton’s papers formally 
before the Committee. Mr. Burke then moved, 

That Nathaniel Middleton, Efq. do, to-morrow morn- 
ing, attend the Committee of the whole Houfe, to whom 
it is referred to confider farther of the feveral articles of 
charge of high crimes and mifdemeanors againft Warren 
Haftings, Efq. late Governor General of Bengal; and 
that he do bring with him all his letter-books, and other 
correfpondence in his polTeffion, relative to the public af- 
fairs of the province of Oude, and its dependencies.’’ 

Mr. Burke gave notice, that the charge intended to be jvxr. Wmkf 
brought forward next, was, that great and comprehenfive 
charge, the charge touching the contrafts, which an ho- 
nourable baronet (Sir James Erlkine) meant to open gene- 
rally to the Committee, and then move to report a progrefs, 
taking another day to Hate to them the particular mode in 
•which he meant to bring each individual branch of the charge 
under confideration ; Mr. Burke named Friday next as the 
day, but on its being fuggefted to him, that Friday was al- 
ready occupied, it was agreed that an early day ftiould be 
taken for the purpofe. 

The order of the day being read, for the Houfe to refolve 
itfelf into a Committee of the vl^hole Houfe, to take into 
donfideration fo much of His Majelly’s moft gracious fpeech 
to both Houfes of Parliament, upon the 23d day of January 
laft, as relates to Amplifying the public accounts in the va- 
rious branches of the revenue; 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt moved. 

That the rcfolutions which, upon this day fe’nnight, 
were reported from the Committee of the whole Houfe, 
to whom it was referred to confider fo much of His Ma- 
jefty’s moft gracious fpeech to both Houfes of Parliament, 
upon the 23d day of January laft, as relates to the treaty 
of navigation and commerce between His Majefty and 
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the moft Chrillian King, and were then agreed to by the 
“ Houle, be referred to the confideration of the faid Com- 
mittee. ' 

That the thirteenth Report of the Coinmiflioners ap- 
pointed to examine, fake, and ftate the public accounts 
of the kingdom? which was pref'cnted to the Houle upon 
“ the 2 1 ft day of March, 17^5? be referred to the faid 
Committee : ' ‘ 

And that it be an inftrudlion to the faid Committee, 
that they do conlider of the feve.’*al afts of parliament for 
eftablifhing annuities on lives, payable at the receipt of 
His Majefty’s Exchequer, 

The Speaker then left the chair, and Mr. Steele took his 
fCiU at the table. 

Mr. Clian- Mr. Chancellor Pi// riling again, remarked, that it would 
gcilprritt, unneceftiiry for him to dwell upon the great importance of^ 
the fubjedl:, and the advantages which mull inevitably refult 
from it ; they were in themfclves fo obvious, that it was 
more difficult to account for its having been delayed fo long, 
than to prove the propriety of now adopting it, I'he in- 
creafing commerce of the country, on the one hand, and 
the accumulated burdens on the other; the various additions 
which it had been found neceflary to make to the national 
income, by augmenting almoft every fubfifting duty, and 
tlie concomitant progreffion of the rcfources from whence 
that income was fupplieu, had fo widely exceeded the expec- 
tations of our anceftors, and all the grounds of calculation, 
on whicli they ftiunded their fyftem of finance, that the 
principles which they adopted, as fuited to the narrow and 
confined fcale of their public exigency and refources, were 
no longer applicable to the prefent ftate either of the trade or 
the revenne of the country. The confecjuences of thus re- 
. tnining the old principle under tlie altered circumftances of 
tlje country, were, in feveral pointsof view, highly detrimentab 
to the intereftsof the nation. In the firft, and moft material 
inftance, they w^ere produ6live of great inconvenience to in- 
dividuals, as well to the merchants as to the officers of the 
cuftoms, from the difficulty they occafioned in calculating 
and afeertaining the amount of the feveral furns to be paid 
by the former ; and tljey were aifo, in feme degree, attended 
with an adfual Ids to the revenue, Mr. Pitt went very 
much at lengtli into the origin and progrefs of our revenue, 
as it at prelent ftands, and particularly that branch which 
arifes from the cuftoms, ftating, that the firft inftltution of 
the prefent fubfifting duties of euftom, was made by ftatute, 
tlie i:;th of Charles II. under the names of tonnage and 
poundage — the firft of thofe was an impofitron on wines, 
laid by the quantities imported; and the other was a pro-^ 
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portional duty calculated by value on all other articles* This 
Taft duty of poundage, calculated on the value of the feveral 
articles, was of a nature liable to great inaccuracy and irre- 
gularity — the value of the goods was afcertained by a book 
of rates, and computed on the <juanrities of the goods either 
with refpe£l: to gage, to weight, or to tah(k — it was not a 
real value which was fixed upon them, fo that the duty 
fhould hear a certain proportion to that real value, but an 
arbitrary value, perhaps according to their a£lual ftandard at 
the time of impofing the duty, yet, which mu ft, from the 
natural fludluations of trade and manufa<9;ures be neceffarily 
liable to many changes and alterations. The confeqiience of 
fuch a mode of taxation when it was laid on by bulk, was, 
that in goods of one general defcription the duty was always 
•the fame, whether upon the more perfe6l or the coarfer ma- 
nufadlure, by which means it either operated as a prohibition 
to the latter, or was not at all felt by the former. Thpre 
was, hefides, another mode by which duties wereimpofed; 
and, this, by a proportion to the value on goods not rated, 
being the real and a6tual value of the goods, as fworn to by 
the importer. This principle of taxation, when once adopt- 
ed, was purfued in every frefti fubfidy which had been granted 
for the payment of the intereft of the feveral loans which 
were raifed from time to time. In fome inftances it had ope- 
rated by impofing additional duties, calculated by a |>er cen- 
tage on the duty at prelent paid; in others, it had laid a far- 
ther duty on a different denomination of the commodity, 
cither with refpe6t to its value, its bulk, its weight, or its 
number; and proceeding gradually in this manner from pe- 
riod to period, it had, at length, by. the numerous additions 
fo made, and the unbounded increafe of the articles of com- 
merce, produced that! mafs of confufion, that was now fo 
tiniverfally complained of, as produdfive of fuch an infinity 
of inconvenience and delay to tbofe whom it was the intereft 
of the country to have as free from all unnecefTary embar- 
raffments as polEble — the mercantile part of the nation. ' 

Adverting, next, to the nature and extent of thofe incon- 
veniences, which arofe from hence to the merchants, the 
Chancelldr of the Exchequer reprefented to the Committee, 
that almoft all of the additional fubfidies had been appro- 
priated to fome fpecific fund, for the payment of certain 
fpecific annuities, and that there muft therefore be a feparate 
calculation made at the Cuftom Houfe for each of the diffe- 
rent fubfidies — and that ffom the great complexity of the 
whole fyftem, fcarcely any one merchant could be acquainted, 
by any calculations of his own, with the exa61: amount of 
what he was to pay* It was, at the firft view, perhaps to 
be wondered at, that confequences feriou^ly bad, liad itot as 
• VoL. XXL U u 
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yet rcfulted from this evil-— but therq were two caufes bv 
which that circumftance might be accounted fon The? firft 
was, that fotne perfons, employed in thfit Cu^n^ Hoiife, 
whofe whole time dedicated to the bulinefs, gnd who of 
courfe were morei con verfai)t witji it than any merchant coul4 
be fuppofed to be — ^had, for the cafe and convenience of the 
traders and merchants, arranged a general view of the Cuf- 
toms, in the form of a book of rates, which yiras, to a cer- 
tain degree, found to be ufeful; but the utility arifing fronj 
fucli a Compilation, could not be of any very long llanding, 
when it was confidered that there was, ev-ery fefllon of Par- 
iiament, fome alteration or another made in feyeral pf the 
dutiesj and each of thofe alterations foilowing the old prin- 
ciple, totally unhinged and overturned the ufe of every pre* 
ceding printed calculation^ But even if this difadvantage 
did not attend the Cuflorn-hoplc officers’ book of rates, it yet 
only tended to relieve, in a very inconfiderable degree, the 
grievance complained of ; for although the calculations con- 
tained in the book might have been never fo accurate, yet 
the merchant could not go to the Cuftom Houfe and enter his 
goods imriiediately, by flaying clown the fiim ftateJ in tlie 
book of rates, but muft wail, as if fuch book never exifted, 
until all the pfual calculations on each fubfidy had been 
made, ’ the feveral acSls by which fuch fubfidies had been 
granted having fo directed; and thus, in point of time, no- 
thing was fav’ed by the rnerchant* ‘ The other caufe, by 
which this incbnyenience was in a degree obviated, was one 
to which, for many very good reafons, as fpeedy a flop as 
poilible fliould be put. The officers of the Cuftoms having, 
frorn conffant pra£lice and' experience, acquired a greater fa- 
cility in making the hecefTary calculations than the merchant 
could be fuppofed to have done, were the only perfons to 
whorn the merchant could apply for affiftance and dire6tion. 
Thus the merchant was not only in a great degree left at the 
percy of the officers, hut the officers themfelves, who were 
intended to be a check upon the merchants, were forced to 
become their agents— a procedure repugnant to every princi- 
ple of reafon and policy. . Thofe abufes which he had ftated 
to exift in the cuftoms, obtained ajfo, though not to the fame 
extent in the excife, and, in a certain degree, in one other 
great branch of revenue, the ftamps. Hie fliould therefore 
include thofe laft in bis general plan. 

The mode by which he propofed to remedy this great 
abufe'was, by abolifoing all the duties, which now fubfifted 
in this coMfufed and complex manner, and tp fubftitute in 
their ftead, one fingle duty on each article, amounting as 
nearly as poffible to the aggregate of all the various fubfidies 
iilready paid— only in general where a fraflion was found in 
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any of the futris» to change the fra£lion for the neareft intent 
number, ufually taking the higher, hither than the lower; 
There could be no great obje£iion to this very trifling rife in 
the amount of the duties, as either fuch rife, or an equivalent 
diminution mull take place, dr the confufton confequent On 
fra£lions ftill continue. This advance from the fraftioOs to 
the integral would produce an increafe in the revenue to 
the amount of 20,ocol. per annum, and would lay upon the 
public a burden moll amply compenfated by the great relief 
which the merchant would experience from the whole of the 
plan.— Still there would be fomc diminution of revenue in 
certain branches of ir, where it might be found expedient to 
fubllitute the lower inllead of the higher integral number in 
place of the fraction. The plan, as well with regard to the 
' convenience which the merchant and olHcers of the Cullom 
Houfe would experience, as the benefit which mull refult to 
the revenue by freeing it from the clogs and fetters with 
which it was loaded, and inllead of the obfeurity which iC 
now laboured under (to fuch a degree that the Houfe could 
fcarcely be capable of forming a judgement upon it) rendering 
it fo clear and dillindl, that no mtllake or error could poffibly 
take place m any future inquiries which might be had upon 
the fubjeft. In fome few articles it was his intention to in- 
troduce regulations of much greater extent than what be had 
flated, particularly in certain fpecies of timber, which he 
would explain more at length to the.Committee when he came 
to the rcfolution on tljat head.— And in refpedl to the duty oii 
drugs he Ihould propofe to make a very confiderable reduc- 
tion, as the duties on thofe articles were fo high as almoll td 
drive the fair trader out of the market and throw the whole 
into the hands of the fmuggler. On fuch goods as were not 
to be rated, in confequence of this new Ijllem, it was hiS 
intention to propofe certain duties proportioned to the fworn 
value of the articles, v^hich duties, in general, would not ex- 
ceed thefumof 27I. I os. per hundred. 

It might now (Mr. Pin added) be proper to obferve in 
, what degree the confolidation of the duties might affeft the 
fecurity of the public creditor. As many of the fubfidies 
which it was propofed to abolilh were particularly appro- 
priated to the payment of certain fpecified annuitants, and, 
as fomc of the annuitants were intitled to a valuable priority 
of payment, it was doubted whether fuch right of priority 
might not be infringed upon by abolilhing thole funds from 
which fuch prior payments were to ilTue, and confolidating 
them all into one general mafs.— But, this valuable priority 
It was by no means his intention to affeuSl, as the plan which 
he Ihould adopt would leave it at the option pf all perfons en- 
joying fuch right of priority to continue in polleffion of it, or 
relinquilh it as they might think proper* This priority of 
U u a paylnent 
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payment arofe from the terms of the feveral loans by which 
certain funds were raifed for the payment of the inteceft of 
fuch loans, and the furplufles of thofe funds to go to the ag- 
gragate fund, out of which aggragate fund other annuities 
were to be paid. The right of priority might as well be 
maintained by paying them all out of one general fund, as 
by paying firft one fet of annuitants out of feveral funds, and 
the remaining annuitants out of the furplufles of thofe funds, 
provided tlrat, out of that general fund, the firft payments are 
aftually made to thofe annuitants intitled to that priority. 
No injury can poflTibly arife to the public credit by fuch an 
arrangement; and no real benefit refulted to thofe who enjoy- 
ed the right of prior payment, the refources of the country 
being equally bound for the payment of the whole, and the 
payments already made to the annuitants were not paid out 
of the refpeftive funds appropriated to the different annuities, 
but the whole of that bufinefs was, at this moment, condudl- 
ed at the bank, nearly in the fame manner as it would be, 
when the whole of the revenue was to be confolidated into, 
one general fund. The State (be apprehended) liad a right, 
confifteftt with its good faith to its creditors, to make fuch 
alterations in the nature of its fecurities as it ftiould fee to be 
convenient and neceffary, provided that on every fuch altera- 
tion it took care to fubftitute fuch a fecurity which ftiould be 
fubllantially equivalent to that which was (o changed, and he 
challenged the attention of the Committee to a moft p;irticu- 
lar obfervance of every part of the plan, that was in any way 
connefted with the public faith, in order that it might be 
moft ftridly ilnd religioufly adhered to; but to difpute this 
right of the Legiflature, to modify the fecurity which it af- 
forded to the public creditors, would, if carried to its full ex- 
tent, abfolutely preclude the poflibility of ever making any 
alteration whatfoever in anyone tax which might be once 
adopted. There could not, however, he flattered himfelf, be 
any ground of obje£lion, on the head of public faith, to the 
fyftem vvhich he meant topropofe; for, he ftiould recom- 
mend that not only all the feveral funds then confolidated 
Ihould become chargeable with the public debt, but that 
every other rcfource of the country of any defeription what- 
foever, ftiould be a collateral fecurity for the payment of thofe 
debts— even the aids of the current year. Yet, notwith- 
flanding his opinion of this right of the Legiflature to mode 
its own fecurities, he was ftill of opinion, that it ought not 
to be done, if it could poflibly be, avoided without the confent 
of the feveral creditors, which it had been the conftant prac* 
tice of Parliament to take, whenever it proceeded upon any 
fuch meafure. This confent was to be taken by allowing a 
proper time for the public creditors to make their objedlions^ 
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and, if in that time none were made, to conftrue their fildnce 
into acquiefcence* This mode he was defirous to adopt in the 
prefent inftance. On the fubjeft of the funds, he 'contended 
that none of them could poflibly be alfe£ted in any difadvan- 
tageous manner by the new modification. Having thus (be 
hoped clearly) demonftrated the eligibility of this plan; as well 
from the advantages likely to refult from it to trade and re- 
venue, as from its being completely free from any objedlioa 
in refpeft to public credit; Having (he trufted) made it pcr- 
feSly intelligible to every gentleman prefent, he lliould pro- 
ceed to explain how he propofed to tarry it into execution^ 
He was perfuaded, that every gentleman who approved of tho 
plan would feel a defire to co-operate with him as ftrenuoufly’ 
as poflible to bring it into effeft, and in fo very complicated 
and detailed a fubjedl would be willing to difpenfe with as 
much form as poffible towards its fpecdy completion. He 
ffiould. not, therefore, enter at prefent into the detail of all 
the feveral refolwtions by which the plan was to be fupported, 
hut Ihould fatisfy himfelf with having them all uixlerliood as 
having been read pro forma ; propofing, however, ojni /uch of 
them as were of moll confequence, and likely to be attended 
with the greateft variety ot opinion, to trouble the Houfe 
with his fentiments more at large, and pledging himfelf that , 
he would not fuffer any refolution of the whole volume (for 
they amounted to above three thoufand in number) which ap- 
peared to him of confiderable magnitude and importance to 
pafs, without endeavouring to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee particularly to it — that a fubjedl of fuch importance 
might have the m.oft ample and wary difeuffion in all its ef- 
fential points. He had (he affured the Committee) given no 
ordinary fliare of attention to this bufinefs — he had not left one 
nnconfulted from whom any information could be obtained— 
the plan had been referred to the Board of Revenue, and had 
received their perfeft approbation — the greateft diligence had 
been ufed to circulate it among the moll diligent and refpe£l- 
able of thofe perfons who were moft immediately concerned 
in its operation and effetSls — the trading interell; and he was 
happy to fay, that it was received by them all, with^the high- 
eft latisfa61ion and contentment, and he flattered himfelf that 
he came forward on, the fubjeft, fupported by the bell of all 
poflible authorities, the information of the moft enlightened 
perfons on all parts of the bulinefs,^ and the univerfal confent 
of thofe who were moft interefted in the event. But, as it 
was a queftion of fuch great importance, and ran into fo very 
extenlive a detail, he recommended it to gentlemen to pay it 
their moft ferious attention in all its branches, that the good 
intentions of tho(e who were inftrumental in framing it might 
not be in any inftance fruftrated by thofe miftakes, inaccu- 
racies, 
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tacics, or even clerical errors, to which fo very complicated 
and extended a fubje^ mnfi necef!arily be liable. He Ihould 
content himfelf for the prefent with barely moving a general 
preliminary refcdution, by which the Committee (if they were 
of his opinion) would go no farther than the adoption of the 
main principle, and the difeuffion of the more minute quef* 
tions which mu ft arife upon it, would be left open to their 
future judgement ; and as many of thofe queftions would re* 
quire a very ample confidcration, he fhould not wifli to pro- 
ceed farther in the Committee until the enfuing Thurfday, 
that gentlemen might turn their attention to fuch parts of 
the printed lift of articles, which were to form the fabjefts 
of fuch fubfequent refolutions, as they were beft qualifi^ to 
judge of. — He cohcluded by moving a refolution to the fol- 
lowing purport : — “ That U duties of cuftoms, excife, and 
certain duties of ftamps, do ceafe and determine, and that 
other duties be fuhftituted in their ftcad/ — In the motion 
were included certain fpeciftc exceptions, as the duties on 
malt, mum, cyder, perry, &c. 

Mr. Burke. Mr.‘ faid, that upon the whole, the meafure propof- 
ed, was, in itfelf fo obvioufly necclTary, beneficial, and de- 
lirable, and the right honourable gentleman had opened it with 
fuch extraordinary clearnefs and perfpicuity, that he thought 
it did not become him, or thofe who like him, unfortunately 
felt it to be their duty frequently to oppofe the merfures of 
government, and to content thcmfclves with a fallen acqui- 
efcence, but it behoved them to rife up manfully, and doing 
juftice to the right honourable gentleman’s merit, to return 
thanks on behalf of thcmfelves and the country, for having in 
fomafterly and intelligible a manner brought forth a plan of 
confolidation of duties which protpifed cafe and accommodation 
to the merchants^ angj all thofe concerned in the trade and 
commerce of the country, and advantage andincreafe of the 
revenue. 

Sir Orey Sir Grey Cooper declared, that he had not the leaft objeftion 

Cuoper. to the fcheme and plan for confolidating the duties and cuf- 
toms, for fimplifying the colledlion of that revenue, for the 
eafe and d-iTpatch of the merchant, and the advantage of the 
public. He added that this fcheme had made fome confidera- 
ble progrefs, during the time in which a noble lord had pre- 
lided in theTreafury; that in the year 1780 and 1781 he had, 
by order of the noble Lord, often feen, and indeed carried on, 
a correfpondence on this fubjeft matter, with a very able and 
intelligent Commiffioner of thecuftoms, who now, very much 
to his own honour, and to the advantage of the public, ferv- 
ed his country in another important omce. The noble Lord 
had it much at heart to bring this plan to the maturity and 
completion at which it had now arrived^ and the light honour^ 
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abie gentleman bad ftated and explained the whole proportions 
and all its parts, with fo much knowledge and perfpicuity, 
and thrown a matter of great difBcuIty and complexity itito ^ 
fo clear an arrangement and perfpe^tive, that, as far.fis heat 
prefent underftood it, the plan commanded his entire appro- 
bation, it that was of any value. He had always conceived^ 
that the chief difficulty in carrying this plan into execution, 
was the neceffity of changing and altering the appropriation 
of the duties fpecifically deftined by a<Sls of parliament, for 
the fecurity of the creditors of the flate at different periods, 
particularly the public creditors, who, by the adlsof thefirfl: 
pf George I, and the third of George L anterior to the cf- 
itabliihmcnt of the Sinking Fund, had (as the right honour- 
able gentleman very fairlv ftated) a valuable priority and pre- 
ference in the payment or the intereft of thofe debts, which 
were declared to be national debts before the year 1716. Sir 
Grey Cooper admitted that it was competent to that Houfe^ 
lo vary the fecurity given to the public criditors, in the cafe 
ftated by the right honourable gentleman, of a duty repealed, 
and fubftituting another in its place, with the counter fecu- 
rity of the finking fund; but that being now gone, by tlie 
fubftitution of one general fund, in place of the aggfagate 
fund, and the furpluffes, no variation or fliifting of the ap- 
propriation of fecurity ought or could be made confiftently 
with the extreme delicacy with which public faith to credi- 
tors ought to be preferved, without the confent of the pub- 
lic creditors, who were to be affedled by any arrangement, 
however advantageous to the public. The right honourable 
gentleman feemed to be perfedlly aware of tliis, a^d not to 
intend the leaft deviation from thefe principles, and he un- 
derftood that provifion was to be made in the bill, for fuch 
notifications as ftiould prevent any creditor from lofing the 
preference which he now poflrffed, if within a limited time he 
fjgnifiecl his diffent to the plan* 

Mr ^ Samuel Thornton corroborated that part of the Chan- Mr. Samuel 
ccllor of the Exchequer’s fpeecb, in which he ftated tlie great Thomtoa. 
inconveniencies under which merchants laboured, at prefent, 
from the complicated and very perplexed ftate of the duties 
and ciilioms which had fo long prevailed. Mr. Thornton 
gave his full aftent to the plan of confolidation. and fimpli- 
fying whicli had been propofed, and declared that he had 
converfed with feveral intelligent pfficers of the cuftoms, 
and many refije^kable merchants upon it, all of whom agreed, 
that it would be a moft initial accommodation to the bufi- 
pefs of ihipping, entering, and landing of goods. 

Lord Fenrhyh faid thatlie ihuft entreat the right honourable Lord 

gentleman (the Chancellor of the Exchequer) to inform him Penrhyn, 
whether as there was to be a redudlion in the duties on rum, 

that 
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that was not one of the refolutions of the cuftom duties on 
the table ? ^ 

ffv. Chan- Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that the article of fpirits 

one of the refolutions on the fubjedl of duties or 
cuftorws, but would be found among the refolutions relative 
to the duties on excife ; and when they came to it, he would 
Hate to the noble Lord the grounds upon which it was form- 
ed, and the noble Lord W’ould then have an opportunity of 
difcuffing it. 

Mr. Fosu Mr. Fox believed that he thought exadtly with the right 
honourable gentleman, who had ib“ clearly and perfpicuonfly 
opened the plan to the Houfe, and that the obje 61 :ion which 
he had entertained, had been totally done away in the latter 
part of the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech. What he 
meant was this: Did he underftand the right honourable gen- 
tleman to have faid, that due notification would be given to 
every public creditor, and that all fuch as were afraid, and did 
not approve of taking the new fecurity of the general fund, 
with the collateral fecurity of the aids of the year, would 
have the option of the appropriated fund which the right 
honourable gentleman had defcribed? if this were fo, he cer- 
tainly had no'objedion, becaufe be had ever contended, that 
the fecurity given to the public creditor, when he lent his 
money, ought not to be changed without tlie coi^fent of fuch 
public creditor. As the refolutions upon the commercial 
treaty with France were to be blended and joined to the re- 
folutions for the confolidation of the cuftoms, he hoped, 
that when the right honourable gentleman came to thole re- 
folutions which related to the commercial treaty, he would 
afford the Committee an opportunity of debating and confi- 
dering of each of thofe refolutions diftin£lly. 

Ifr. CTian- Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to affure the right ho- 

felkwrPitt. nourable gentleman that he had corredlly underftood him: 

He certainly meant that there fliould be a full time allowed 
for notification to every public, creditor of the intended 
change of the fecurity, and that each public creditor ftiould 
have his option, either of accepting the new fecurity of the 
general fund, with the collateral fecurity of the aids of the 
year, which was undoubtedly a better fecurity than the pub- 
lic creditors had at prefent, or of taking the other fecurity 
of an equivalent, as he had before defcribed. He could not 
admit the argument of the right hanourable gentleman 
to the full extent, that the Houle had no right to change 
the fecurity of the public creditor, becaufe, if it were laid 
down that the Houfe had in no cafe, where its own conve- 
nience and advantage clearly fuggefted it, and where it could 
te done without any fort of danger to the public creditor, a 
right to change the fecurity, a tax found, upon trial, to be 

either 
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either inexpedient, unequal, or unproduftive could not be re* 
pealed, and a new tax fubflituted in lieu of it, which would, 
undoubtedly be a circumilance inconvenient in the extreme* 

With regard to the refolutions of the Houfe relative to the 
articles of the tariff, in the treaty of commerce and navi- 
gation with France, they were neceffarily and inviolably 
implicated and conne£led with the refolutions relative to 
the confolidation of the duties and cuftoms, and unicfs con- 
fidered at the fame time, it would he impofllble for us to keep 
the ftipulations of the treaty, and treat France as the moil 
favoured nation in refpedl to the duties on certain goods, 

In two different points of view the refolutions on the com- 
mercial treaty bore upon the refolutions of the duties on 
cuftoms; the duties payable by France on certain articles of 
merchandize, were, according to the various exifting adls of 
Parliament enacled to be higher than thofe paid by other 
countries, and they muft, in confequence of the treaty, be 
altered to fuit the period of the ftipulated duration of the 
treaty. 

Mr. Steele put thequeftion in the general refolution, •which 
having been agreed to, he was direfled to report progrefs, 

and aflv leave to fit again.” 

The Houfe being refumed, the queftion of adjournmenC 
tvas put, and the Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefdayj 'l^th iehruary. 

Mr. Dcmpf}cr obferved, that not having been prefent the Dcmn. 
day before when the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) iki. 
had opened his very meritorious and politic plan for the con- 
folidation of the duties on cuftoms, he wifhed to put a quef- 
tion to him, on a fuhje^l very nearly connected with it. and 
which the right honourable gentleman, in the laft feffion, 
had coupled with it relating to the reformation of the abufe 
of bonds and cockets. Did the right honourable gentleman 
propofe to do any thing upon that fubje£t during the prefent 
feffion ? 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, that as it was a fubjeft of fuch chan- 
confeqnence, and one to which he had not given the necefl'a- cclior 
ry attention, he could not at prefent give a pofitive anfwer to 
the queftion of the honourable gentleman. 

yir. Dcmpjler replied, that it was a bufinefs in which his Mr.ocmp- 
conftituents were fo materially interefted, that if nothing fttr. 
was done in it during the prefent feffion, lie muft do thefub- 
jodl the injuftice of taking it up hipifelf foon after the com- 
mencement of the enfuing feffion. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to aflure the honourable Mr, Clian-* 
gentleman, that it was highly probable, that before the end ccilorPitc^ 

Xx of 
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, of the feiBon lie flioulJ come forward with feme propofal 01 % 
tlie febjec^. 

Houfe then refolvcd itfclf into a Committee on the 
Bengal petition* Mr. Burg.efs ip the chair. After the coun- 
iel (Mr. l\.<jusaii(l Mr. Dallas) bad retired from tlie bar, 
ftr. Vemp- faivl, tliat on t^he next open day he iliould 

“ move for leave to bring in a bill to repeal the Eail-India bill, 

agi\ cable to the prayer of the petition. 

Mr CIirin. Ml. Chancellor Flu obferved, tjiere was fufficient 
'ccIUm- rnt. f honourn’hle gentleman to make his motion, and 

that inllead <d' waiting for an open day, he ought to avail 
himielf of the prefent day, whicli was kept open merely tq 
nccominotlare him, though other very important: Inilinefs hac} 
been necefl'arily j)oftponed for that purpofe. It was abiurd', 
after having bad tlie benefit of cpnniel, for the Committee 
to adjourn immediately, as it were jn order to forget the 
arguments of the counfel, before they Ihould come to a vote 
upon the fubjedl. 

Vr, 'Demj?- • Miv Danpjier anfwered, that his rcafon for deferring his 
motion was the thinnefs of the Houfe, which had deter- 
mined him not to bring forward at that tinps ^ cjuellion of 
fucli importance; and, in conlequence of his informing fe- 
veral geatleinea of Ills intention, many of them h;ad left the 
f^oufe, 

Cbati' ' ‘Mr. Chancellor PjU contended, that it was rather a fin- 
ccUorPiu. ffularly odd occafion for calling a counfel to the bar ; but it 
was ftill more extraordinary to break up without proceeding 
any farther.— He hoped that gentlemen would confider it in 
that point of view, and not «lgain bring the Houfe into a fi- 
niilar ahkward iltuation. 

Mr Shed- Shcridci'! faid, that the Houfe w\as too thin to make a 

motion of fiich great national importance; hut if gcartlemen 
did not mean to ohjeff to amotion ft)r leave to bring in a bill 
to repeal the a(5^s prayed agalnf}, he prclumed that Iris ho- 
nourable friend would have no objedion to make the mo- 
tion at the preient junfture. It wms, in his judgement, a 
motion of great magnitude and importance, and required ma- 
ture deliberation. iVIaqy gentlemen had not had the oppor- 
tuiiitv of hearing the arguments of counfel, and therefore 
'they ought to be afforded an opportunity of learning the na- 
ture of thofe arguments. * • 

Mr.Dundas ^ MK t)i4):dd5 ohierved, that, although the counfel had, 
" ‘ with great ability, done ample juftice to their clients, they 

heverthblefs cmild not be faid to have advanced any argu- 
ptents except fucli ns liad been urged again and again, 

^rMiv peaip- Mr. Jbemtifur declared, that many gentlemen had gone 
^ away uiuler-the idea that no motion w^ould be made. Ip- 
deed, he had informpd geutlepien that he Wouli not make 
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any upon that day. Mr. Dcmp/ier then moved, That the 
Chairman report progrefsj and alk leave to fit again.’* ' 

Mr. Chancellor: Piit objedk'd;, and moved, by way 
amendment, That tlie Cliairniari leave the chair.’* . 

Mr. Bu) ke contended, that a great deal of argument might Surkc. 
ftlll be adduced in favour of the original motion. It gave 
him great concern to find that *Britl(h fal)je(9ts in India were 
not to be permitted to enjoy the fame privile'ges which Bfi- 
tilli fubjeiis' in England enjoyed. If they were to be de- 
prived of their freedom, if Englilli mouths and Englilh pen's 
were not to be allowed t® be exercifed in favour of oppreffed 
natives, thoie natives muft lofe their freedom entirely, and 
no complaint agaihfl perfons in office could ever be preferred 
with eftecSV, fo as to reach the knowledge, and challenge the 
inquiry of the Parliament of Great Britain, becauie the a£ls 
})etitioned againft put it in the power of the Governor Ge- 
neral to feize and imprifon every Britilh fubjecl; wlio fhouftl 
jirefume particularly to fiate the variety of oppreffions under 
which a native might unfortunately languifh. 

Major Scoti hegged leave to afture the right honourable Major Scott 
gentleman, who had ftatecl it as a matter of ftwprife, that 
no complaints were made by the natives of India to Great 
Britain, and that unlefs fome alteration Ihoiild take place 
in the bill, none would be made in future; that he vviflied as 
earneflly as any man tliat the hill might undergo a reconfide- 
ration whenever , the honourable geuilemaa (Mr. Dcmpjler) 

. chofo to appoint a day, — But, wnth refpedt to its having any 
operation as to rlie natives, it certainly would not. They 
would not complain to Great Britain, and all which was ne- 
ceffiiry for their ivlief at all times, was a ftrong efficient 
government upon the fpot, compofed of men of honour and 
integrity, and well fupimrted from this country. As to the 
government of Bengal, it had ever been, and it ever nluft 
be, defpotic. We had fucceeded a defpotic government, the 
Mahometan ; hut (the Major faid^ he fpokc frtfei full con- 
vidlion, and from the heft information from gentlemen who 
had been in parts of Hindoftan which he had never feen, that 
of all the governments in Hindoftan, the government of Ben- 
gal, under the Englifh, was the beft, for the happinefs of 
the natives, the fecurity of private property, and for the 
lenity and judgement with which the people were treated. 

Let the right honourable gentleman inquire from thofe who 
had feen the Hindoo and Mahometan governments, eitlier 
Madajee Scindiu’s, which was a very confiderable govern^' 
ment, or any other lie pleafed, and he would find that the 
government of Bengal was more populous, the country bet- 
ter cultivated, ;atd the natives more fecure than they w^ere 

X X under 
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under any other, or than they had been under any of the 
Mahometan Rulers, from its firft invalion. 

Mr, Burke., Mr. Burke maintained, that the worft which could befaid 
of any government was, that it was defpotic. If the Britilli 
government eftabliflied in India was defpotic, fo far from its 
being the heft poflible government for the country, all cir- 
cumftances confidered, it muft be the worft, becaufe of the 
infinite diftance of India from the feat of fupreme authori- 
ty. If Engliftvmen in India were deprived of their rights 
and privileges, a total end was put to freedom in India, fince 
an Engliflnnan who fuiFered his liberties to be taken from 
him without caufe, and without refiftance on his part, was 
an Engliftiman depraved, fit and ready not only to enftave 
himfelf, but to enflave others. It was natural, he obfervcd, 
for men in power to feel an inclination to exercife that power 
tyrannically, and even to the enflaving of thofe fubordinate 
to their authority ; but it was the province of freemen to 
detedt them ; and when the freedom of Englifhmen in India 
was taken from them, thofe in power there might with im- 
punity carry into execution againft the miferable natives 
whatever plans of flavery their arbitrary and unfeeling dif- 
pofitions might fuggeft. 

MajorScott. Major Scott faid that he fhould be forry to be mifunder- 
ftood. Heaven forbid that an Englifhman, in any part of 
the world, ftiould be deprived of his freedom or his privi- 
leges. All he meant was this, that the government over 
the natives ever had been, and ever muft be, defpotic. How 
could it be otherwife ? He did not go to the extent of the 
right honourable gentleman’s calculations, but the govern- 
ment of Bengal had eighteen millions of people fubjedt to its 
authority, famed (as the right honourable gentleman had 
once faid) for all the arts of polillied life, while we were 
yet in the woods.” The Englifti confifted, or did confift, 
during the war, of eighteen hundred European foldiers, fit 
for duty, about feven or eight hundred officers, and two hun- 
dred and fifty civil fervants. How was it poffible that fuch 
an handful of Englifhmen fhould govern eighteen millions, 
if their government was not firm, vigorous, and even defpo- 
tic ? But Heaven forbid that he fliould infinuate it was op- 
preffive or unjuft ; — it certainly was Hot. But if the go- 
vernment of Bengal was not to be ftrong and well fupported 
from home, the fooner this country followed the advice of 
the honourable gentleman, (Mr. Dempfter) and fent tranf- 
ports to bring every Englifhman from Bengal, the better. 
He was forry to obferve, that tlie prefent ftate of our fi- 
nances would not fuffer us to try fuch an experimeriti fince 
he was fure tliat Great Britain derived iaunenfe refources 
from Seagal. The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednejday^ 
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Wcdnejday^ Q,^th February* 

The order of the day being read for going into a Committee 
on the mutiny bill, Mr. Role in the chair, 

Co\ox\(^\ Fit'zpatrick complained of the alteration made inCol. 
a claufe of the mutiny aft which paffed during the courfe 
of the preceding year, and was forry to find it continued in 
the bill now before them. The preamble to this aft, as ju- 
dicioufly penned by our forefathers, declares a ftandiiig army 
to be contrary to the la^s of the land, and wifely enafts, 
that no forces fliall be paid and mullered in this kingdom but 
thofe provided for by this law. No innovation fhould be 
made in its principle, or alteration in the language of any of 
its daufes, without much deliberation, and a well-founded 
caufe. For thefe reafons, he rofe to propofe an amendment 
to the prefent bill, which would in faft rellore it to the ftate 
it flood in for many years. The two reafons afligned for the 
late alteration, he fuppofed, muft be in the recolleftion of 
every gentleman : they were the cafes of Generals Stuart 
and Rofs. The former gentleman held the local t;ank of 
Major General by brevet in the Eatt Indies, befides his com- 
miffion from the Company. The latter alfo was a Major 
General in the army by brevet. On complaint being made 
by General Boyd of the conduft of the latter gentleman, 
and a court martial being fummoned, they doubted their au- 
thority to try the complaint, and propounded a quellion to 
tlie Judges, who declared, that brevet officers did not come 
within the meaning of the mutiny aft. On this opinion, 
the alteration was made laft feffion, wherein every officer in 
the arnw bearing the King’s commiffion is fubjeft to martial 
law. 10 confider this in a conftitutional view was truly 
alarming. That learned Judge, Blackftone, had given his 
opinion in clear and explicit terms, on the tendency and dan- 
ger of extending martial law. How alarming was it there- 
fore to pafs a bill, placing (we know not how many of) our 
fellow-fubjefts, out of the pale of the juridicial law of the 
land, and arming them, we know not for what purpofe, and 
thefe men not provided for by any vote of this Houfe. It 
was not the prefent danger of their numbers he was afraid of, 
but the precedent, and the ufe which might be made of it. 

Of this opinion was the late Earl of Chatiiam. 

Colonel Fitzpatrick then entered into a difcjuifition of its 
effefts in the army, and drew foine comparifons between the 
half-pay officer and the commiffion by brevet. He remark- 
ed, that it is fuppofed by fome perfons, that half-pay was 4 
reward to the officer for his paft fervices ; others concluded 
that it was a retainer only for the future, 4s he was liable to 
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. be called on at pleafure. feut there was a wide dijftinftion 
between officers whofe corps were reduced, and of courfe 
their commiffipns determined, and brevet officers whofe cora- 
tniffions remained. It is true, (he added) they caniiypt pro- 
]>erly aft without a letter of fervice; but as the former are 
not deemed within the meaning of the mutiny aft, no more 
fhou Id the latter, until called into aftual fervice. No man 
fhould therefore be looked upon as a military man, unlelshe 
is provided for by this Houfe; as the fpirit of the mutiny 
aft is, that no man fliall be liable to martial law but*thofe 
who aremuftcred and in the pay of the nation, which is not 
the cafe of brevet officers. There is nlfo another clefcrip- 
tion of military men — the officers of the militia- — They are 
very, properly fubjeft to martial law when called out ; but if 
they were required to be under it at all times, they would 
look on the propofition with ailoniihment, and rejedt it with 
indignation. The Colonel again reverted to the cafes of 
General Stuart and General Refs, who were not amenable to 
a court martial under the mutiny aft, becaufe they were not 
known by it as military men in this country ; but His Ma- 
- jefty, tby virtue of his prerogative, could in foreign fervice 
caufe every officer and foldier to be fliujeft to the law mar- 
tial. With this power in the CroWn, where was the neceffi- 
ty of extending the provifions of the aft ? He added, that a 
few other alterations were in the bill, but he would not pro- 
pofe any amendment of them. In conclufion, he moved, 
that the words commiffioned officers” be left out of the 
claufe; and muftered, or called into fervice by proper au- 
‘‘ thority,’’ be inferred in their room.-— The reafon why he 
adopted the or d muftered, w^as, that it was an old Word, 
and implied pay, which was an effential requifite to make a 
man amenable to martial law. 

Cbarlcs Sir Charles Gould^ (Judge- Advocate General) contended, 
that he had never heard any objeftion made' by military men 
to the claufe now under confideration ; on the contrary, he 
recollefted two inftances of brevet officers, one of whom is 
an aid du camp to His Majefty, fitting in a juridical capa- 
city on tlie trial of an officer; they were gentlemen in much 
efteem for their knowledge and high fenfe of honour, and 
he was certain that they would not have taken a funft icn 
upon them, unlefs they were fatisfied that they were entitled 
to it.. Another much refpefted officer-, fome years ago, re- 
figned all his military employments, but I'etained his com- 
miifion by brevet as lieutenant-colonel, merely that he might 
he liable to the authority of courts martial for any aft done 
by him wdiilft in command. He mentioned the cafe of Ge- 
neral Rols, who wa"' fuppofed to have written difrefpedfful 
Xq Geneial Boyd, and the opinion of the court mar- 
tial 
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Jial fummoned to try him, as alfo the opinion of the fudges 
^hereon : he alfo noticed General Stuart’s cafe, who on the 
death of Sir Eyre Coote fucceeded to the command of the^ 

King’s forces in India by virtue of his rank in the army by 
brevet; the General likewife had a commiffion from the 
Company, and of courfe commanded all the forces. Was it 
therefore proper that an oflScer veiled with fuch' high corn- 
piand Iliould not be amenable to the laws eftablilhed for the 
l-egulation of the whole army ? he coul^ not for a moment * 
iuppofe it. With refpedl'to the obfervation of fome perfons, 
that if you include brevet officers, you fliould-alfo include 
^alf-pay officers, in the mutiny adl ; the opinion of the Le- 
giflature was perfe6tly clear, that the latter were not within 
the meaning of the ftatute. He then put feveral fuppofi- 
tious cafes, wherein a brevet officer would be juftified in 
taking upon him a comiuand without a letter of fervice ; 
and that the officer in a^Iual rank, but inferior to the no- 
minal one, would be juftified in fubmitting to fuch com- 
mand. The cafes were fuppofed to be thofe of extreme ne- 
ceflity; fuch as an invafion, rebellion, &c. and wliere the 
officer was young in fervice. But even in thefe cafes, if the 
brevet officer committed mal-pradices in that command, he 
Ihould certainly be liable tp the jurifdi6lioa of the courts 
martial : tlvis he thought abfolutely necellary, and he be- 
lieved that it was the opinion of the army in general. The 
JCing had tl|e power to add to and regulate the articles of 
war as he thinks proper, provided that no new offence was 
niade capital; and every perfon in the army was fubjedl to 
thefe articles, and liable to be puniflied by them : they ex- 
pended to all officer's. Therefore, as the queftion fubmitted 
to the judges related only to the conftru6Uon of a clauie in 
pile mutiny adl, the articles of war were not before them. 

He argued againft the abfurdity of compelling an inferior 
to be fubjedl to regulations to which his immediate com- 
mander was not liable, and to whom, by the laws of the 
army, the inferior is compelled to fubmit and niuft obey. 

He acknowledged the King’s prerogative to hold courts 
martial abroad, and inftanced that part of the articles of 
war, whereby an officer aeSling in a fcandalous and ungen- 
tlemanlike manner was liable to be.difmilltid. Hrs Majelly, 
it was true, might degrade him from his rank, but was it 
not better po be left to the decifion of a court martial ? He 
Was therefore againft the propofed amendment. 

Mr. Francis^ dillented from the doftfine of the Advocate- Fran* 
^General, and faid, that the great intent of this a<5t was, to 
prevent the Crown having one man more in the army than 
was yptecl by the Commons; and that all the formar ai^ 
declared they mult be muftered or in pay; but by taking 
" -- out 
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outs* Mufter and inferting commiffion^ there mjgjit be an army 
in the kingdom unknown to this Houfe. It might appear 
as of trifling confideration, but little things, when once ad- 
mitted, may become great. He was therefore ^of opinion 
that the amendment Ihould be adopted, iti order that the 
ipirit and intent of the adt might be preferyed. 

Secretary at. 'I'he Secretary at fVar remarked, that he had been atten- 

War. tive to the gehtlernan who flarted the objeftion, as he ex^ 
pedled, that after the meafure having been in exiftence a 
twelvemonth, he fhould have hcxicd other reafons for the 
annulling it than thofe which had been deemed infufEcient 
to prevent its being adopted on a former occafion ; but as 
no one inftance of any bad elFedf arifing. from it could be 
adduced, he held that circumllance to be the ftrongeft con- 
vidlion of its propriety. ^ He faid, that there were many 
cafes in which it was not only proper, but the abfoliite duty 
of a fenior officer by brevet, to fake upon him the com- 
mand ; as for inflance, w^ere an infurredlion to arife in a 
garrifon town where a young officer commanded, would not 
he be happy to refign his command to the experience of an 
old officer? And would any call in queftion that officer’s 
being liable to the jurifdidlion of a military inquiry? — He 
^ad lately converfed with a gentleman of high military 
rank upon tlie fubjedf, who had declared, that until the mo- 
ment that the court martiaUon General Rofs ilarted them, 

^ be had never entertained the fmalleft doubts upon the fub- 
jeft : it was therefore no new matter ; it was only confirm- 
an old eftablillied opinion. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. obferved, that nothing could be more ridiculous 
than the allertion that a brevet officer might take a com- 
mand without a letter of fervice. Suppofe (he added) that 
an officer by fome means, either chance or defign, found 
hiinfelf in India, and in poffeffion of a brevet commiffion in 
point of date or rank fuperior or prior to that of Earl Corn- 
wallis; and on producing that comrniffion, let us fuppofe 
the noble Earl obliged to refign his command to that officer, 
would the honourable and learned gentleman (Sir Charles 
Gould) take upon him to fay, that the noble Earl would 
not, by this^drtdrine, be juftified in giving up his command 
to which he was fpecially appointed by his Majefty ? The 
idea was monftrous and abfqrd ! The King’s commiffion, by 
thefe means, would be trod upon, and the wifdom of his 
councils rendered of no effeft. It will be urged then (con- 
tinued Mr. Fox) that fuch a naan Ihould be tried by mi- 
litary law; I fay, No— It is the officer who furrenders his 
command that ought to be thus tried ; let the other come 
tinder the laws of his country. The words of the claufe 
"iignlfy, (what we all agree in) that tnilitary men fhould be 

amenably 
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amenable tb niilitary law: but let us pot include more un- 
der that denomination than there is really a ne^elEty for* 

There can be no neceflity for brjpvet officers to be thus con- 
fidered as men out of the proteftibn of the juridical laws of 
their country ; it muft be the wilh of every Englifliman to 
be protected by them irt all inftances; and until a rieceffity 
takes place, of his being under martial law, he ought not to 
be made amenable to it. The confideration of the half-pay 
officers being bound by the mutiny a6t is a feriouS mattery 
and ought not to be haftily mentioned. 

Sir Charles Gould aftfwered, that the right honourable Charles 
gentleman muft have mifunderftood his argument. Lord 
Amherft, wbilft in America, had a fpecial commiffion, and 
could not be fuperfeded ; and every governor, and even lieu- 
. tenant governor, had appointments which rank could not 
affeft. 

Mr » Jollify faid, that he rofe to trouble the Committee 
on this queftion, not in a military light, but merely as it 
. might affeft the fubjefls of this country in their civil fitu- 
ations. It had ever been his principle, and ever would be 
the firft obje6t of his life, to refill, fo far as was in his 
power, any attempt to put any defeription of men under a 
military trial, who were not fo by the military law> as it 
now ftood. With refpeeft to brevet officers alTuming military 
authority, he had no doubt of faying, that they fhould be 
fuhjedl to military law, and the claufe moved by the right 
lionourable gentleman went completely to that ; and on that 
ground it had been uniformly argued by the other fide, ex- 
cept by one honourable gentleman (the Judge- Advocate). 

But were that the cafe for which this alteration in the law 
was attempted, the direfi: contrary would become avowed* 

The cafe however was this : General Rofs had written fbme 
letter, or publilhed fome paper, fuppofed to be defamatory, 
againft General Boyd, under whom he had ferved at Gibral- 
tar, and on application ^o the judges they were of opinion, 
that for this fuppofed offence he could not be tried by a 
court martial. But did any man fuppofe that this offence 
might not have been tried by a jury ? there was no doubt , 
of it: then this alteration was propofed to render that to be 
a crime triable by a military tribunal which was merely a 
civil offence, becaufe not committed under the command of 
General, but after his command bad ceafed. It had been 
faid by the honourable and learned judge, “ but there may 
/f be offences with which officers my be charged, which are 
‘‘ not triable by a jury,* and for #hich fuch officers may be 
driven from the fociety of their corps, unlefs they fhould 
on inveftigation be fully acquitted thereof.** Mr. Jolliffe 
faid, that he defied the honourable and learned gentleman 
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to (hew him any one ofFertce which a brevet ofB(;er could 
commit lA his civil capacity, which was not triable at com-- 
inon law. He was fure that no fuch cafe, with refpedl: to 
a brevet officer, could cxift : this alteration therefore went 
- to conflitute an infringement on the trial by^^^jury; it took 
a defcription of perfons out of that mode of trial and pla- 
ced them under a military tribunal ; it was therefore a ma- 
terial alteration of the law of tlie land, and being in no 
refpedl whatever neceflary, he fbould certainly obje6l to it. 

Captain Phipps faid, that the great Duke of Cumberland 
acted in Scotland by brevet, and fo ved without pay ; and 
it was the right honourable gentleman^s (Mr. Fox) inten- 
tion, if his adminiftraiion had continued longer, to have a 
commander in chief (General Conway) without pay in this 
I kingdom. 

Hr. Francis p7‘ancls fupported his former opinion ; and afTerted, 

that if the precedent was once eftablilhed to have ten offi- 
cers in the predicament which the bill authorized, there 
might be io,ooo, and this Houfeknow nothing of tliem. 

G<y>rge Sir George Tlowar el declzredy that he never heard it alTerted 
Howard, that mifitary men fhould not be under military difcipline : 

he never locked on half-pay as a reward ; but always confi- 
dered the officers^ commiflions to lie dormant, and not to be 
annihilated. When officers thus fituated are called into fer- 
vice, they muft have a new commiffion, hut that one placed 
them in th(^ir old rank. He mentioned, tliat in the year 
1745 an invafion was apprehended by the citizens of Brif- 
tol ; and the Duke of Cumberland was requefied to fend 
officers’ to command the troops and embodied citizens there; 
but his Highnefs did not fend officers of rank, and only no- 
minated four half-pay officers to the lervice. This was a 
cafe in fupport of the opinions of the honourable gentle- 
men who were for the claufe. 

Sir James Sir James Erjklne begged leave to draw their attention to 
lirikme. which they were about to give ; as the words ori- 

ginality flood, they at leaft involved a doubt in refpeft to 
the half-pay officer ; by the amendment propofed all doubt 
was done away, as if it was determined hereafter that offi- 
cers ailing by brevet were ferving under proper authority, 
as worded in the amendment, it muft of courfe meet all 
their ideas. 

Col. Fltz- Colonel Fitzpatrick inftanced the cafe of Lord Rawdon, 
Patrick. when on a feparate command at Charleftown. He there 
found a brevet officer, who demanded the command of his 
troops; but the noble Lord refufed to refign it, as it was a 
detached army under Earl Cornwallis. In anfwer to the Se- 
cretary at War (Sir George Yonge’s) obfervation — of new 
ground to fupport his motion— Colonel Fitzpatrick obfer- 

' jred, 
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ved, that he underftood it to be his (the Secretary’s) duty 
to inftru6t: officers, and in that capacity he was ready to 
obey him ; but as a direftor of his condudl in Parliament, 
it was the firft notice he had of the honourable gentleman 
polleffing fuch authority. 

The Committee divided : 

For the claufe as it flood 73 

For the amendment 25 

Majority for«the claufe as it flood 48 

The hill was then gone through, and the ufual blanks 
were filled up, and it was ordered to be reported. 

The Houle adjourned. 

T^hiirfday^ \Jl March* 

On the report of the mutiny bill being brought up, 

Colonel Fitzpatrick lamented the lofs of the amendment Col. Fltz- 
which he propofed in the Committee on the preceding day;P^^”^^“ 
and read part of the preamble to the bill, whicli* he con- 
trailed with the objeftionable claufe, and argued that the 
meaning and intent of the bill excluded officers with brevet 
commilfions from its regulations and reftridlions. In this 
opinion he did not ftand alone, as feveral honourable and 
learned gentlemen coiifidered it in the fame light : he ap- 
pealed to the Attorney General, and begged to have his opi- 
riion. 

The Amrncy General^ after declaring that it was a fpecies Attorney 
of law which he did not confider as belonging to his depart- ^ 

ment, acknowledged that he had not given the bill, nor the 
claufe under confideration, the fmallell attention until the 
appeal made to him by the right honourable gentleman ; 
and that as far as a hafty opinion could direft him, lie did 
not think there were grounds for the objedlion. 

The Judge- Advocate remarked, that he had always confi- The 
dered, until the late decifion of the judges, that brevet pf- Advocate, 
fleers were amenable to the mutiny aft : he did not doubt 
but the learned judges were perfedtly right in their opinions, 
and confidered the claufe in queftion to include eyery officer 
bearing the King’s commiflion. 

The Attorney General now faid, if the right honourable Attorney 
gentleman has caufe of objeftion, it certainly Ihould be al- General, 
tered ; but as far as I can difeover in flve minutes perufal, 

(and gentlemen of my profeffion are not muph in the Hjibit 
of giving hafty decifions) I am of opinion that tfle cl4ufe is 
comprehended in the fpirit of the bill. 

The Report was agreed to without a diviflon or amend- 
inent, and the bill ordered to be engrolTed* 

y y 2 The 
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The order of the day. was read for a Committee of the 
whole Houfe on the hmplificafion of the Cuftoms. Mr, 
Steele in the Chair, 

Chancellor Pitt faid, that he would not bring for- 
c£ ofxi't. jjpjy motions in which any other alteration in the 

duty would take place, excepting the fraftions being made 
whole numbers, without giving notice ; and that he would, 
at prefen t, propofe fome refolutions, where no other alte- 
rations were comprehended than thofe he had mentipned. 

He then propofed feveral refolutions under the letters B. 
C, D. in the Scliedules, which were agreed to. He decli- 
ned going into the drugs, as a regulation would take place, 
in order to approximate the duty nearer to the real value of 
the articles than it is at prefent. He alfo mentioned, that 
he purpofed making an alteration in the duty of feveral 
articles under the denomination of grocery; particularly 
pepper,, which paid at prefent about four pence half-penny 
per pound, he intended to raife to fix pence ; and pimento, 
which at prefent paid about two pence per pound, fliould 
he raifed^to three pence: this would not affeft the exporta- 
tion of thofe articles, as the drawback was to be advanced 
in proportion, and it would reft eptirely on the home con- 
fumption. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday^ 2 d March* 

Major Scott rtioved, that a copy of the minutes on the 
council board at Bengal, in the year 1777^ by General Cla- 
Vering, be laid before that Houfe. 

This was agreed to. 

Mr. w JI- Mr* Wilberforce rofe to requeft the attention of the Houfe 
tcifoRc. to a fubjeft of national importance as well as perfonal con- 
fideratibn to the gentleman to whom it immediately related. 
Mr. Lucham having, at his own rifk, expended thirty thou- 
farid pounds by endeavouring to make convenient harbours 
and fhelters for our veffels fi*om the damages they fuftainecl 
by being expofed to the monfoons, was necelEtated thus to 
fubmit his cafe to Parliament. The poor man had expend- 
ed the greateft part of his property in this public and very 
laudable undertaking : he liad applied for patronage to the 
India Company and the Board of Control, and after having 
been five years in England on this bufineft, he had teceived 
ho promife of patronage, or even of indemnification. All 
he wilhed therefore was, that Parliament would confider of 
ibme mode that might prevent this gentleman from being, 
at leaft, at the entire lofs of what he had rilked on this 
public elFort, and to afford him an encouragement to pro- 
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ceed; and if he perfedled his plan fo as to afford this fhelt^r 
for our fhips to India, to give him a reward due to lb elTen- 
tial a fervice. ^ 

Mr. Francis gave his entire fupport and approbation to Mr.Frandg. 
what the honourable gentleman had propofed : he could bear 
his teftimony to the utility of the undertaking. Being in 
India at the time when it was firft projefted, he could in- 
form the Houfe that it was a plan which, if effefted, would 
prove of the moll effential confequence to our navigation, 
efpecial in time of war ^n India; for as there now^exifted 
no ilielter for our velTels in the Bengal rivers from the mon- 
foons, thofe that were damaged were obliged to go to Bom- 
bay to refit : this occafioned a great delay in the commerce 
and communications of this country with India ; but if 
harbours were made in this river fafe and capacious enough 
to preferve our veliels from thefe contingencies, they would 
not then be obliged to go to refit at Bombay, where they 
were in general fo long detained. 

Mr, Diindas exculpated the Board from any intention of 
difeouraging the undertaking, or fuffering the projeftor to 
be at any lot's for his public fpirit. The reafon why they 
had not yet decided on the lubjefl was, that they conceived 
it would be ailing exceedingly improper to engage a gen- 
tleman here to undertake a concern that was at a diftance 
whicli prevented them from having a competent knowledge 
of its nature, neceflity, or prailicability. It feemed there- 
fore more eligible to the Board, that a proper furvey lliould 
be made on the fpot, and agreeable to this report they had 
determined to ail with refpeil to the petitioner. 

Mr. Alderman Le Mejurier fpoke in vindication of theMr.LfMc-^ 
Eaft-India direilors; when, after a few more words, the pe- 
tition was ordered to be referred to a Committee. 

The order of the day being read. 

The Houfe refolved into a Committee of the whole Houfe 
to confider farther of the feveral articles of charge of high 
crimes and mildemeanois againft Warren Haftings, Efq. late 
governor general of Bengal ; and the Speaker left the Chair, 
and Mr, St. John took his feat at the table. 

The honourable Thomas Pelham now rofe, and obferved Mr. Pc3- 
that he confidered himfelf particularly called upon to take 
an ailive part in the bufinefs before the Committee, having 
been a member of one of thofe Committees, whofe Reports 
had furnifhed the Houfe with proofs of mifeonduil in the 
Eaft Indies, that prejudice itfelf could hardly have fuggef- 
ted; and having diftantly and unvvorthily partaken of the 
credit that attended the inveftigation, by the honour of ha- 
ving his name inrolled with that of jhe right honourable 
gentleman who brought forward thefe charges, he was defi- 
* rous 
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rows of fhowing a readinefs to participate any obloquy that 
might accompany the prel'ent profecution : he well knew how 
odious the *chara6ler 'of an accufer appeared to feme men, 
and was aware of how much he muft fulFer in their eftima* 
jion, by endeavouring to perfuade them to aflume that cha- 
jailer; but he truAed, that, in a Britifh Houfe of Com- 
mons, the accufer of a tyrant and opprefler would he conA- 
dered in the charadier he Aiould always be feen in, the acAive 
defender of injured innocence ; and that as we were appoint- 
ed the guardians of the liberties of- this country, we Aiould 
approve ourfelves the formidable avengers of its injured lio- 
nour. He confidered tliis bufinefs of the utmoA importance 
to our national character and honour, as well as to the pre- 
fervation of our poAelhons in theEaA Indies; he confeejuent- 
ly felt the weight of the talk he had undertaken, how 
much lie Aiould Aand in need of the indulgence of the Comt 
mittee. At an earlier Aage in this bufinci’s he might have been 
deterred from the attempt, confidering who the perfon accu- 
fed was ; a Governor General, connefbed with people of the 
higeA* rank and confuleration in this country, by the power 
he had long poAeAed of providing for tlieir friends and de- 
pendants, and afAAing them in making their fortunes. But 
the Committee have ihewn to the world, by the laA votes;, 
that a line of juAice outweighs every pcrfonal conAcleration ; 
and highly as he admired and refpefted the abilities of the 
honourable gentleman who moved the laA charge, he could 
not believe it poAible that even his unparallelled eloquence 
could make this Houfe fwerve from the rules of juAice, 
whatever effect his matchlefs fpeech might have had in 
roiifing in them a proper fenfe of their duty. He hoped 
tlierefore, if he Aiould be fortunate enough to be able to Aate 
to the Committee, in a clear and intelligible manner, the 
fa6ls and circumAances upon which this charge reAed, that it 
would receive the fanilion of the Committee, and that the 
caufe of the Nabob of Farrackabad would not fuffer any 
prejudice on account of his want of eloquence, or any failure 
on his part. 

He then Aated, that the Nabob of Farrackabad was de^ 
feendeJ from an ancient and diAinguiAied family in Hin- 
cloAan. His father, Achinid Khan, had attached himfelf to 
the Company in their earlieA wars, and Axed his reAdence 
at Farrackabad, a city of great wealth, and an important 
Aation as a frontier to the poAeAxons of the Company; that 
he had been deprived of great part of his poAeffions at the 
clofe of his life by the Mahrattas ; that the late Vizier reco-^ 
vered part of thefe poAeAions, and by feveral treaties gua- 
ranteed them to his fon, the prefent Nabob ; that the pre*!!* 
fent Vizier had done the fame ; but neither the late nor pre- 
fent 
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fent Vizier liad ever fulfilled their agreement, and levied a 
tribute upon the remaining part of his pofTeffions, which 
they claimed upon thewliole: but, the fervants of the Vi- 
zier had been guilty of great cruelties and opprefiions in the 
colleflion of this tribute; that the tribute was afligned to 
the Company in payment of part of tlie debt due from tho 
Vizier to the Company; that in confet]uence the Nabob of 
Farrackabad made frequent complaints to the Governor Ge- 
neral and Council, from tlic year 1776 to the year 1780; 
that then Mr. Hnftings recommended to the Board to fend 
an’ Englifh Refident to prMed: the Nabob from the cruelties 
of the Vizier’s fervants, and to colleft the tribute; that in 
1781 he made a treaty with the Vizier at Chunar, enga- 
ging to withdraw the Refident ; however, he would not 
fuffer the Vizier’s fervants to continue, and recommended a 
native of Farrackabad to manage the Nabob’s affairs; that 
in 1782 he fuffered the Vizier's fervants to return; and 
in 1783 he again fent a Refident. 

In tliefe feveral tranfa< 5 lions he intended to accufe Mr. 
Hnftings of a breach of faith with the Nabob in figning the 
treaty of Chunar, by which he withdrew the prote(ftion he 
had offered him in 1780, and impute criminality to him for 
having received at the time of making this treaty a prefent 
of 100,000 L from the Vizier. He meant to accufe him of 
an immediate breach of this treaty, by caufing the Vizier’s 
fervants to be recalled, and appointing a native of Farracka- 
bad; that he meant to impute criminality to him for fuffer- 
ing the Vizier’s fervants to fuperfede this native Minifter, 
upon the ground of the report circulated at Farrackabad, 
and which was denied by the Nabob; that this native Mi- 
nifter had bribed Mr. Haftings to recommend him to the 
Nabob ; and he meant to accufe him for appointing a Refi- 
dent in 1783, in di reft violation of the treaty of Chunar, 
attended with circumftances of the groffefl: duplicity ; for 
even in this laft meafnre to which he obtained the confent 
and approbation of the Board, he totally defeated the objeft 
of it, and deprived the Nabob of Farrackaliad of the effec- 
tual proteftion he pretended to afford him, by fending fe- 
cret orders to Mr. Willis, the new Refident, not to inter- 
fere in the management of the country, and making him 
fubjeft to the recall of the Vizier. 

He faid, that the evidence he fliould offer in fupport of 
this charge was chiefly taken from the letters of Warren 
Haftings himfelf, that fertile fource of information of Eaft- 
Indian delinquency, and of materials for accufing the late 
Governor General. 

He then read the Governor General’s minute of May 20, 
1780, in which lie recommends the appointment of a Refi- 
dent, 
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Aent^ from motives of juftice, and a due regard to the Na- 
bob of Farrackabad, to proteft him from the opprefFions of 
th^ Vizier, and to fecure him again ft the knavery and cor- 
ruption of his own fervants, and as a means of fecuring to 
the Company the tribute which had been affigned to them. 

He then read Mr. Haftings’ remarJcs upon the treaty of 
Chunar, in whicli he agrees to recall the Refjdent. 

He proved, that the two fadts mentioned by Mr. Haftings 
in thefe remarks were untrue; for that Mr. Shee’s (the Re- 
fident) conduct appears no where to have been complain- 
ed of, and that Mr. Haftings hiinfelf, fo far from confider- 
ing him guilty of any mi fcondu 61 , not only never imputes 
it to him when he recalls him, but rewards him firft with a 
penfion, and tlien with an office. The other fa< 5 t, of the Na- 
having defired his recall through the Vizier, no where 
appears, though letters from the Vizier are produced, in 
which the Vizier vvi/hes that the Refident may be recalled, 
in order tliat he nught have the foie management of Far- 
rackabad. He then argued upon Mr. Haftings’ reafons for 
Cgning the treaty <;>f Chunar, compared with thefe affigned 
in his minute of May — ^ 1780, for appointing a Refident. 
He faid, that it could never be a fubjeft of delicacy and dif- 
ficulty to continue a meafure in 1781, that common juftice 
had luggefted in 1780; that a regard to the Nabob, and de- 
fire of protedling him from the oppreffions of the Vizier, as 
well as from the knavery and corruption of his own fer- 
vants, and the fecurity of the Company’s affignment, were 
the reafans for doing that very thing in 1780, wliich he did 
not dare to do in 1781. But fuppofing that the recall of the 
Refident was become necellary on account of any mifbeha- 
viour of Mr. Shee, and that Mr. Haftings really wifhed to 
leave the Nabob in the management of his own affairs, in 
what manner does Mr. Haftings fecure this ohjeft of his 
wiflies ? He hinds himjelf by treaty not to fend a Refident in 
future, and to recall the prefent ; and trufts to a recommen- 
dation to the Vizier to follow his example ; ftipulates in a 
treaty for withdrawing the proLeflion, and trufts to recom- 
mendations to the oppreffor for future fecurity againft the 
exercife of oppreflioii. But granting even that a recommen- 
dation of Mr. Haftings would have the fame effedl with the 
Vizier as a treaty, and that the Vizier’s fervants would not 
he reappointed, ftill the Nabob of Farrackabad remains ex- 
po fed to the corruption of his own fervants, and th^Coirn- 
pany’s affignment thereby mucli endangered. It is not in Mr. 
Haftings’ minutes that the true reafon for figning the treaty 
will be found ; the Committee will recollect the evidence of 
Sir Elijah Impey, who fays, at the time of making this 
treaty, Mr. Haftings had failed in one great object; his cre- 
dit 
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dit depended upon the fuccefs of the other; his fituation was 
fuch that the humanity of the Chief Juftice induced him to 
undertake the office of a common emannuenjts in the fervice 
of the Governor General ; the fanflion of the Vizier was 
wanted for greater and approaching defigns; he was to be 
foothed and carefled; Farruckabad was a favourite obje6i 
with him ; and the ten lacks of rupees which he g^e Mr; 
Haftings at the time of figning this treaty difpelled all the 
alarms of the Govcrnor.General for the fate of the Nabob of 
Farruckabad; the prefent was the caufe of all the delicacy 
and difficulty ; and the looked-for treafures of the Princefles 
of Oude would be a fufficient indemnity to the Company for 
any failure at Farruckabad. Upon thefe grounds I charge 
Mr. Haftings with a breach of faith with the Nabob, and 
criminality in accepting of a prefent from the perfon into 
whofe hands he delivered him. If he tool; it for his owni 
ufe, he is guilty of grofs bribery; if he took it for the 
Company, he is criminal for bartering the national faith and 
honour for money. • 

Mr. Pelham then proceeded to Ihew how early be endea- 
voured to break this treaty, and read feveral letters from Mr,. 
Haftings to the Nabob, the Vizier, and Mr. Middleton, 
and tlie correfpondence between Middleton and Impey. In 
the latter it appeared that Mr. Haftings confidered the ap'- 
pointment of a Minifter by the Vizier a breach of his or- 
ders; though the Vizier in his letter to Middletori, com-* 
.plaining of Mr- Haftings, fays, that the exprefs and decla- 
red objeft of the treaty was to give him the uncontrolled ma- 
nagement of Farruckabad. He then read Mr. Haftings^ 
correfpondence with the Nabob of Farruckabad, in which 
he firft recommends Subgut Ulla Khan to him as the proper 
perfon to manage his affairs, and then orders*his difruiffion, 
upon ti)e report of his having faid that he paid money for 
his mafter’s independence; and notwithftanding the Na- 
bob’s pofitive denial of the faiSl, Mr. Haftings withdrew his 
proteftion from tlie. Nabob, and fuftered the ViziePs fer- 
vants to revive all their former pppreffions and cruelties. He 
then produced Mr. Haftings^ minute of 1783, accompanied 
by a letter from the Nabob, praying him to appoint a Reft- 
dent. Mr. Haftings ftates in his minute, that the implied 
orders of the Company induced him to take up the meafure, 
though it appeared that, on the i6th of February, Mr. 
Haftings took the refolution of fending his private Secretary, 
Major Palmer, as Refident, and the Directors’ letter was 
^ated the 14111 of the fame month in London. The Coun- 
cil agreed, to the appointment of ^ Refident, and Mr* 
Willis, was accoidinglv fent. 

VoL.XXI. ' Zz Mr, 
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‘ Mr. Pelham theft read Mr. Willis’ letter to the Council, ^ 

fubfequent to his arrival at Farruckabad, giving an account 
of the miferable ftate of the country, and offering, as an 
apology for his inability, to reiider any fervice to the Na- 
bob or the Company, that he had received private orders 
from Mr. Haftlngs when at Lucknow not to interfere in the 
internal management of the Nabob’s affairs, and was af- 
terwards mtide fubjeft to the recall of the Vizier. He laid, 
tha** in this laft tranfa 61 ion Mr. Haftings had not only been 
guilty of a breach of the treaty af Chunar, but of the 
greateft duplicity to the Nabob of Farriickabad, by offer- 
ing an oftenfible proteftion, which he was privately witli- 
drawing, of duplicity to his brethren in Council, by fe- 
cretly counterafting the orders he publicly propofed to 
them; and to which they had allented, and of duplicity to 
Mr. Willis, who was fent with full powers from the Board, 
vvliich Mr. Haftings in his own peribn virtually annulled. 

Upon full confideration, therefore, of- his breach of faith 
with the Nabob in making the treaty of Chunar*; his crimi- 
nality in accepting a prefent from the Vizier at the time of 
figning the treaty; his immediate breach of tl^e treaty; his* 
unjulliiiable furrender of the Nabob to the oppreffions of the 
Vizier, on account of a fuppofed report circulated by one 
of the Minifters; the fecond breacli of the treaty of Chu- 
nar by fending Mr. Willis, with all the circumftances of 
duplicity attending that tranfablion, he had no difficulty in 
moving that he be impeached. 

He laid farther, that he wiflied not to be thought founcandid 
as to have paid no attention to Mr. Hailings’ defence; but, 
as it had been denied to be his upon a former occalion, he 
was unwilling to prefs any thing upon him which he 
claimed, and would not therefore point out the contradic- 
tions contained in it. 

Mr. Francis lecoiided the motion. 

M.ijor Scott. Major Scoit contended, that the prefent from the Nabob 
of Oude, was received for the KalUlndia Company, and 
juftihed the recalL ot the Kefident, and a variety of other 
matters on the ground of ftate neceffity. He deferibed the 
origin of the tribute exa<fted by the Nabob Vizier from 
Muziifter Jung, He adyerted to the particulars of the 
charge of Farrqckahad. In his reply to thefe, he endeavour- 
ed to fliew that Mr. Haftings had been obliged to adopt the 
conduft he liad purfued in order to recover the arrears of 125 
lacks of rupees, due from the Nabob Vizier to the Compa- 
ny. He alked, had the four lacks and a half of rupees been 
remitted the Company during Mr. Shoe’s refulence at 
h arruckabad? Had there been even one lack of rupees paid ? 

1 here li^d not been one. It was, therefore, deemed riecef- 

fery 
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fary to recall a refident who was continued there but to in- 
creafe the iiiipoverilhed ftate of the country.— ^Wjth refpedt 
to what had been charged to Mr. Haftings having received 
the prefent of ten lacks of rupees from the Nabob Vizier^ it 
finely, could not be imputed to him as a crime, when he had 
given the company credit for the faid fuin. During his fpeech 
ha read a letter from Mr. Francis to the DirecSlors, which 
ftated that fuch was the fituation of Farriickabad, that it was 
impoffibje they could even receive from that country the ar- 
rears tliat were due to them. But the event had proved the 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Francis) not to be a true pro- 
phet ; for, Mr. Haftings had obtained the whole amount of 
what was due to the Company at the time when Mr. Francis 
wrote tills letter. Surely Mr. Haftings was not, therefore, 
guilty of a crime, in having efFecfled what was deemed by 
the honourable gentleman impracfli cable! And as tliis was fo 
eflential a fum to the affiirs and commerce of the Company, 
he could not fee in what any imputation of guilt could be al- 
ledged againft Mr. Haftiiigs. 

With regard to the appointment of Mr. Willes, the ho- 
nourable gentleman (Mr. Pelham) who had read the letter, 
omitted a moft material part. Had he read chis, it would 
have appeared that the treaty of Chunar had not been broken 
by the appointment; for, the appointment was not made 
without the confent of the Nabob Vizier. The vvords in the 
letter were, that he did not mean to appoint Mr. Willes as 
a refident at Farriickabad, without the confent of Nabob, 
which be did not doubt but he fliould obtain ; fo that as the 
appointment was with the confent of thofe with whom the 
treaty was made, it was impoflible to deem fuch a refident 
there an infra 6 lion of the treaty. As to the allegation of the 
impover idled ftate of the country, this was not to be attri- 
buted to Mr. Haftings. Indeed it was not mentioned in the 
charge. The Knglifti could not have any concern in it — 
there had been no forces in the country — It was at leaft up- 
wards of a thoufand miles from Calcutta; and with regard to 
our having impoverifhed the country, fo far from any part 
of our army having been the caufe, he believed he had been 
the fartheft of any towards Farruckabad; and that was only 
to have pafled the Ganges. — Therefore, no crime whatever 
could be aftedged againft Mr. Haftings in confequence of the 
impoverifhed ftate of that country. Here he entered into 
its defeription; by which it appeared that it was a confider- 
able extent of country which was always poor and unproduc- 
tive. There was in it no fettled government. It was a feene 
of continual conteft among perfons who were perpetually 
claiming difFerent parts of it as their rightful poffeflion. From 
this unfettled and unpeaceful ftate arofe its poverty and its. 

Zz z ipisfcf- 
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misfortunes* So that the fufferir^gs of MuzufFer Jung were 
niore to be attributed to his local dependencies than to any 
exaftions of the EngUfh, or of the Nabob Vizier at their 
inftigation* 

Having Hated tbefe particulars, he argued ftrongly in de- 
fence of Mr. Haftings’ condudl; the whole purport of 
which was to (hew, that he had adled but agreeably to the 
emergency of the Hate of the Company, the fituation of our 
affairs with the Nabob Vizier, and the general welfare of 
that government to which he had been preferred. From this 
condudl with refpefl to Farruckabad, the Company had re- 
covered all tlie arrears to them from Afoph ul Dowdah, which 
they othqrwife would have had not the leaft hopes or proba- 
bility of receiving. Hfe could not therefore fee the leaft juf- 
tice in charging Mr. Haftings with being guilty of a high 
crime and milclemeanor in having thus rendered the Com- 
pany immediately, and the nation ultimately, the moft ef- 
fential and diftinguifhed fervices. 

Mr.rdham Mr. Pelham declared, upon his honour, that no extradt 
whicli he had read, had been mutilated through delign, and 
that he had even ftudioully endeavoured to give thofe parts 
which feemed to make againil his own ppinion. He referred 
to (he laft extradf which had been read by Major Scott, and 
challenged him to fliew whether more information had been 
given by reading the whole, than he had fupplied by quoting 
only a part. 

Major Scott Major agreed to this obfervation, as far as the in- 
ftance went, which had been alluded to; but contended that 
his remark held juft, with refp'edi: to the extrafls in generals 

Mr.Dnn(Jas Mr. JDundas remarked, that feveral obfer vat ions had been 
made which he could not alTent to in the extent to 
which they had endeavoured to prefs them. As to the 
fubjedl of the prefent, which the honourable gentleman 
Jiadlaid fo much ftrefs upon, he obferved, that bn that fub- 
jeift he ought to have looked farther than this country, and 
the principles eftablifhed here oil the queftipn of bribery and 
torrupfidn. What would in Europe, evidently be a bribe, 
wa^ in the Eaft Indies, only to be confidered as a fort of ce- 
remonial ’ of in tercourfe, which uniformly obtained in all 
tranfadlions w‘hatfoever, and there was no inftance in which 
ahy bufihefs was tranfacled there, which was not always ac- 
companied with a prefent. Every circumftance of that na- 
ture fhbuld then be weighed according to the principles and 
manner of the countrjr where the bufinefs was conduced, 
find hi that view of It there was no corruption whatever on 
the part of Mr. Hflflings, but only a compliance with the 
eftalili^e4 cuftbm' 4114 ui'i^jfpnn prad the country. 

With* rbfpeft to the breaclj bj the treaty of Chunar, he by no 
Jcaeans faw it in fo criminal' a light;, the treaty itfelf, or at 
' ■ ' leaft 
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leaft that part of it which was moft the fubjeft of dlfcpfEion, 
the fituation of not fending a refident to the court of Far-t 
ruckabad, was perfedlly absurd; for it was contrary to ail 
principles of policy for any ftate to enter into an agreement 
w'ith any one Prince that it ftall not, on any occafion what- 
foever fend an envoy to the court of another. The breach 
of that treaty on the part of the Company, was rendered ab- 
folutely necelEary by the a6l of the Nabob of Oude himfeif, 
in transferring the Tunca, which he was pofTefled of on the 
territories of Muzuffer Jang, to the government of Bengal, 
for that Tunca would have been ufelefs if a refident manager 
had not been appointed to receive it. He was, by no means, 
an advocate for the overloading every corner of India with 
Britiflt refidents ; but he looked upon it as abfolutely necef- 
fary, where fo great an intereft as that of the Tunca on Far- 
ruckabad veiled in the Company, to have an agent to fuperin- 
tend it. Perhaps he was tlie more inclined to excufe the 
breach of the treaty of Chunar from this circumilance; that 
he never liked that treaty, and always regretted its having 
been made— his prejudice, therefore, againft the treaty, •might 
naturally operate in reconciling him to the breach of it. It 
was not impofllble, but there might have been fome defirable 
obje6l in view in the making of the treaty, and fo it might 
have been juJftifiable to have made it notwithftanding that it 
was evident that a neceffity would occur of breaking it — If 
this was the caufe, he fliould then admit that it was a bad 
way of doing a good thing, and fo he Iliould excufe it, par- 
ticularly if the fame good end could not have been obtained 
by more direct means. But, what this defirable objedl was, 
and how it happened to be only attainable “by fnch indirefl, 
circuitous, and objedlionable means, be expelled to have 
fully explained before he could bring himfeif to look upon 
the tranladion as innocent, or excufeable — and as yet, he 

had never heard any fuch explanation attempted. He 

fliould alfo expedl to hear of fome aflual neceffity having ex- 
ited for the recall of Mr..Shee from Oude, feeing that Mr. 
Haftings knew that by fuch zeal either the Nabob of Far- 
ruckabad muft be facrificed to the Nabob Vizier, or elfe be 
abandoned to the dangerous and deftrudlive management of 
his own fervants and family. Unlefs he could find a full an- 
fwer to thofe two points, he fhould certainly feel himfeif in- 
difpenfably bound to vote for the motion. In the courfe of 
his fpeech he entered into fome ridicule of the habit wjiich 
he obtained of entering in the difeuffion of the antiquities of 
Eall-India families, and obferved that fuch refearches were 
perfedly abfurd as the only way to judge of any adlion was 
to confider the per/bn immediately affedled by it, and not 'to 
pake any references to his anceftry. Mr. Dundas, after 
' ‘ having 
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having declared that thofe two points above ftated muft be 
cleared up before he could bnng himfelf to vote in favour of 
Mr. Haftings, provided the motion was perfifted in, and added 
that he could not but give a caution to the gentleman who 
had brouglit forward the charge, to refleeft whether it would 
be W7)rth while to profecute it to the other Houfe, as it ap- 
peared not likely, if fubftantiated, to add much to Mr. Haft- 
ings’s criminality, or puniftiment, and would require a vaft 
volume of evidence to prove it. This he only fubmitted to 
their diferetion; for, if the queftioii were to be put, he muft 
vote for it, unlefs he (hould receive complete fatisfiilion oi> 
the two points which he had already ftated. He made fome 
^hfervrtions on the fyftem of policy proper to be purfued by 
this country in India, remarking,' that if we attempted to 
treat with the native princes, on terms of chicanery and 
deceit, we were fure to he defeated; and that we ought to 
adopt a more fublime and honourable method of dealing, 
which was to treat them on all occafions, whatever might be 
the practice on their fides, with plainnefs, with candour an4 
with (incerity. 

SkJ.Johu- Sir "James JohnJionc that upon his confcience, aitd 

fe«oc. upon his flumps, which werealmoft gone, and would fcarce- 
ly laft him the ftiort part of his life which remained, he thought, 
it right to vote againft Mr. Haftings, and for the charge. It 
had l)cen proved that Mr. Haftings had taken a bribe of 
ICO, cool. The man who would take a bribe, muft be a defpe^ 
rate villain, 

fcFrai'.ch Mr. Francis obferved, that far from meaning to controvert 
the argument of the right honourable and learned gentleman, 
he agreed with him in great part of it, and particularly in his 
concluGon. But he wilhed to confirm the right honourable 
and learned gentleman where he feemetl to doubt upon the 
force of his own reafoniag. The right honourable and learn- 
ed gentleman had hegui\ with faying, that although taking a 
prefent In Great Britain under certain circumftances, would 
be con fidered as a bribe, accepted for a corrupt purpofe, yet 
in India there might be a fituation in which it would bear a 
very (hfFvTent conltrudlion. Mr. fVaiicis aikecl if the right 
bohourahle and learned gentleman, when he ufed that argu- 
ment, recollo61ed that the prefent in queftion was ten lacks of 
rupees, a prefent of the value of iCfO,oooK Could fuch a pre- 
fent as that he given, or accepted for any other purpofe than a 
corrupt purpofe? The prefents ufuaily given in India as cere- 
monials, or what was termed Nazirs, conGfled in general of 
no more than a few rupees, perhaps to the value of two or 
three guineas, which, to be fure would not operate on gen- 
tlemen corruptly ; but even fuclv prefents he had known to 
|ia*ve been given corruptly ; and vyhen he had faid fo, he fpokc 
# ' upon 
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upon good grounds, for he had a thorough knowledge of the 
mode of diftributing prefents in India, to all amounts, and 
for all purpofes. [a laugli] Obferving this, Mr. Francis faid 
that he believed, no gentleman in the Committee thought he 
had taken any prefents corruptly. He certainly had not ; but 
no'man who knew any thing of India could imagine, that a 
prefent of l00,000l. could not pafs from fo extraordinary a 
perfoii, to fo extraordinary a perfon, and under fuch extraor* 
dinary circumftanccs, without being liable to imputation of 
a very fufpicioiis nature.* He remarked, that an honourable 
gentleman (Mcjor Scott) in the courfe of his fpeech, had in- 
troduced fome mention of the treaty made between the Com- 
pany and the late Sujah Dowlah, as if it were to be imputed 
to General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and himfelf, as a 
matter of blame that they had declared that treaty at an end, 
when Sujah Dowlah died. They had done it, and for thisrea- 
fon ; beenufe it was a perfonal treaty. It could be no other, 
for Sujah Dowlah was a Subahdar, and a Subahdar could have 
no fucceflbrs. He illuftrated the meaning by putting the 
hypothetical cafe, that a King of France was to make ajtreaty 
of any kind with a Lord Lieutenant of Ireland; that treaty 
mull be perfonal, and could not be denominated a treaty be- 
tween the Moll ChrilVian King, and the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, his heirs and fucceflors, becaufe they all knew that a 
Lord Lieutenant held his office under the crown and poffefled 
no right of inheritance to his office. Mr. Francis alluded to 
a tranladlion which had taken place the other night, when 
Sir Elijah Irnpey was at t!ie bar, and declared that he perfeftly 
underftood wliat was meant, and had no doubt, but the ques- 
tion put to the witnefs, and which the witnefs had, with an 
affe£led delicacy, deli red not to anfwer, was a pre-concerted 
matter. He reminded the Committee, that he had called the 
witnefs back, and refufed to accept any pretended civility 
upon fuch terms. This was (Mr. Francis faid) a proof of 
themeannefs to which tliofe could defeend, whom that Houfe 
had heard praifed for their magnanimity and greatnefs of 
mind. Mr. Francis now took up the character of Mr. 

Shee, the Britilh refident at Farruckabad, to refeue it from 
the infinuation Mr. HalTings had thrown on it; he ^Ifo pro- 
duced a letter from Mr. Shee, Hating that he had at that time 
(in 1782) juft left Mr. Haftings at the Council Board, where 
lie had entered a minute, exprefling in ftrong terms the bigheft 
opinion of his charadler. 

Mr. Burgefs declared, th.it the honourable gentleman who Mr.Bur|rcfs 
fpolce laft had been miftaken in conceiving that the queftion 
which he had put to Sir Elijah Impey had been put by him in 
confequence of any preconcerted plan. He had put the quef- 
tion merely for information fake, and on no other account 
• * what- 
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whatever. He had never feen Mr. Haftings in his life, and 
was a ftranger to Sir Elijah Impey. 

Mr. Vanjtitart contended, that as the affair of the prefent 
received by Mr. Haftirtgs, from the Nabob of Oude, appeared 
to have made fomc impreffion on gentlemen’s minds, it was 
neceffary for him to ftate that Mr. Haftings never had a ftiil- 
ling of it, but that he wrote notice home to the Dire61ors, 
Mr. Vanfittart entered into a defence of Mr, Haftings in 
other refpedls, and pleaded in his behalf, juftifying his con- 
duit throughout the many tranfaillons ftated in the charge 
under confideration. 

Mr. Burhe declared, that the charge confifted of a number 
of complicated crimes, each of them, in his mind, of a mod 
heinous nature, each ferving to throw light upon and prove 
the other. It was peculiar to Mr. Haftings to do every thing 
in an indirect way, and to prepare for and blend his moft fe- 
rious tranfaftions with a heap of farcical mummery,, that 
there was fcarcely any one inftance in which he had not carried 
the extent of his defpotic .powers to their higheft extent, and 
manifefted the moft violent degree of oppreffion and tyranny, 
but that although the tragical event was fure to excite horror, 
the means by which it was effeifted had always fomething in 
it which provoked ridicule. An example of this was, no 
doubt, to be found in the whimfical fccne, which mull have 
prefentecl itfelf to the beholder, could an perfon have been” 
prelent at Cluinar when Mr. Haftings was employed iit 
juggling the Nabob Vizier to fign a treaty, which treaty he 
knew at the time there would be an abfolute neceffity to break 
foon afterwards, and with the conditions of which he never 
meant to comply. Mr. Burke here imagined Mr. Haftings, 
the Nabob of Oude, and Mr. Middleton to be in the lame 
room together, and defcribed Mr. Haftings as presenting one 
treaty to the Vizier, and when he was ready to fign it, fud- 
denly drew another treaty out of his pocket, and flipping it 
before the Nabob, telling him either himfelf or by Mr. Mid- 
dleton, that he muft b.ive a very different treaty to fhew in 
Leadenhall-ftreet, from that wliich they meant to aft under ; 
he begged he would flgn that, but that lie would comply with 
the conditions of the other ; for though he had often broken 
his faith, and meant to do fo again, yet that he might reft af- 
fured he would be honeft to him. Mr. Burke ufed fpme ar- 
guments to prove that the taking ico,pOol. of a man in fuch 
known diflrefs as the Nabob of Oude was at the moment 
when Mr. Haftings took it, and when he ftood fo deeply in- 
debted to the Company, was corrupt and fcandalous ; and 
that nothing could be more yvicked than the making a treaty^ 
and pledging the faith of the Company, when at the time the 
coiurafting party in their behalf knew that he j(hould himfelf 
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create the nedeffity to break it, and thus wantonly facrific^ 
and violate the folemii engagement of the Company. This 
vips^fu’rely a moft criminal aft, and alone deferved to draw 
down the heavy arm of juftice on the delinquent capable of 
fuclfconduft. With regard, to what had been faid by the 
rjght honourable gentleman, it ought to have its weight, be- 
caufe they could not in a proceeding of fo much magnityde 
and importance, meafure their fteps with too much ptudence^ 

Nu/lutn numen abeji^ Jt Jit prudential Let it however, for 
the prefenr, be remembefed, they were not yet arrived at the 
day, when it would be neceflary to determine, what of the 
articles which that Committee had voted, would, upon prin- 
ciples of prudence and expediency, be fit to go up to the 
Houfeof Lords.'^' 

Sir Jam s JohnJlme rofe again, and faid, that he underftood sir J JoW 
that fome gentlemen had not conceived why be Ihould vote ftonc. 
for the charge ; he |^egged, therefore, td flate the reafon, and 
then they would know why. A fum of ioo,cool. had been 
taken of the Nabob by Mr. Haftings, and it was faid that he 
had afterwards written home to the Directors, and tpWthem 
they might have it. Was that any reafon why Mr. Haftings 
fhould not be tried. Suppofe he robbed a man on Weft- 
niinfler Bridge, and afterwards threw the money into the 
river; or fuppofe he was to fqueefe an hundred thoufand 
pounds out ot a rich banker’s mop, and go and give it to a 
parcel of poor wretches, ought not he to be taken up, to he 
tiied, and if convifted, hanged for it? 

Lord MulgravciMgxxQ^ againll the light in which the feveral toid Wfal* 
eflential points of the prefent charge had been placed by thofe 
who had fpoken before. He juftified the Nabob of Oude, for 
his wifhing Mr. Shee, the refident arFarruckabad, to be re^ 
called. He fiid that the Vizier Well knew that the moment 
a Bricifh refident fet his foot in the dominions of an Indian 
Prince, he inftantly drew to himfelf all the power belonging 
to the territory, and became, as it were, its mafter. Mr. Shee 
had been fent yp to Farruckabad as an agent for the Nabob of 
Oude, and he was obliged to go to the Vizier for his powa^s, 
when be demanded a Purgunnah, but the Vizier would not 
grant it, but faid, No, go upon yourtunca, (ot mortgage) 

and calleft th^t, it is all you have a right to. This there- 
fore fliewcd that Mr. Shee went to Farruqkabad merely as a 
bailiff’s follower, carrying the writ of execution into a deb- 
tor’s houfe; and yet they might fee a letter from Mr. Shee^ 
written with att the pomp and parade of a general officer, and 


♦ For a farther elucidation on this Aibjeft, it may be neceflary for 
the reader to confuU Mr. Burke's charges againft Mr. Haftings, prbt- 
sd for Pebrett. 
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Hating that he had taken a fort by fap, A plairi proof, how 
much reafon there was for this Nabob Vizier to wilh to have 
n6 more Britifh refidents in his provinces. He added, that 
we had reafon tp be thankful that India was at fuch dillance 
from us ; for, it was plain that in order to manage the difficult 
government of that country, fome things were unavoidable, 
at which an Engliftiman, who lived under aconflitution foex- 
tremcly different, could not look with patience; but that 
very circumftance proved, that we were not fit judges of the 
conduct of a man who had afted ppon the whole fo glori- 
oufly for his country as Mr. Haftings, and who, had his 
feene of adtion been placed nearer our view (he was perfuaded) 
would have been more unlverfally admired. 

Mr. Francis explained, that the fort which Mr. Shee had 
taken (as the noble Lord had faid) by fap, was merely a mud 
fort, in which a rebellious zemindar had fecreted himfelf. And 
when Mr. Shee took him, there was no Britifti force in that 
part of the country. He had only a finallifparty of the Nabob 
of Farruckabad’s rabble. Mr. Francis faid, that the imbecility 
of Muzuffer Jung was occafioned by his intoxicating himfelf 
with opium and flrong liquors, in order to deaden the fenle of 
themifery which Mr. Haffings had brought on liim. 

Mr. Demp- ; Mr* Dcmpjlcr complimented the honourable gentleman 

icr. who fppke laft, but faid that it w\as not merely MuzuJfer 
Jung who. fwallowed large quantities of opium, and intoxi- 
cated liimfelf with liquors and herbs which had a fimilar ef- 
fect ; every prince in India did the i’arne, in order to lofe the 
fenfe of the poverty and diftrefs the Britifh government had 
brought on them, and the devallalion that Britifli rapine had 
occafioned in their territories. But this was no new matter; 
they had taken opium, and made themfelves drunk with li- 
quors and herbs long before Mr. Haftings was in India, and 
'they did the fame now Mr. Haftings was in England. It was 
the lad refource they had been driven to ever fince we fet foot 
ill India to deprive them of their perfonal rights and riches. 
Mr. Dempfter obferved, that a right honourable and learned 
gentleman (Mr. Dundas) who fpoke, early in the debate, had 
not, when he fat down, quite made up his mind, but had de- 
clared that if two doubts which he entertained could be refolv- 
ed fatisfaftorily, he would vote againft tlie charge. He would 
endeavour to folve thofe doubts. He then ftated that the 
Nabob of Oude had ftipulated in the treaty of Chunar, that 
Mr. Sh^ ibould be recalled from Farruckabad, and therefore 
Mr. Haftings was bound to comply with the conditions of 
the treaty. 

!!Vtr.JL)unilas Mr. Dundas reflated his principal doubt, which was, that 
‘Mr. Haftings, after having engaged to protefl: the Nabob of 
FarruckabJid, had reduced the Nabob to this alternative, 
^ I cither 
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either to put up with.the oppreffion of the Nabob of OuJe, 
or to be pillaged by his own fubjedtsand fervartts. Mr. Dundas 
declared, that he had not heard one fyllable to remove thofe 
doubts; and therefore, however he might in the early ftageofthe 
debate, have entertained doubts of thp culpability of Mr. Haft- 
ings, he now fat clown fully confirmed to vote for the motion. 

.Major Scot^ owned that the oBjedtion had not ftmck bim, Major Sccfet’ 
^nd tlierefore be was not prepared to meet it. 

Lord Hood now rofe, and faici, I dc> not rife, Sir, to ob- Ld. Hood, 
trude myfelf upon the time and ^patience of the Houfe for 
more than five minutes; but I cannot content myfelf with 
•giving a filent vote upon* the prefent occafibn, and niuft beg 
the indulgence of the Committee to oxprefs my huinble fen- 
timents in a very few words refpediing the late Governor 
General of India, the fubjedl ot this night’s debate. 

I never, Sir, faw Mr. Haftings but once, and that for 
three minutes onl^, foon after his return to England, nor 
have I ever had any fort of intercourfe or conncdLon with 
him, and he is fo much a ftranger to me, that I do not be- 
lieve I fliould recolledl his perfon, was I accidentally to meet 
him any where; but I confefs. Sir, I admire and refpedl his 
charadler, for having fo invariably made all perfonal con- 
fideration to himfeif give way to his regard for tho inte- 
reft and welfare of his country; and I am free alfoto con- 
fefs, that the feveral very eloquent and able fpeeches I have 
heard, particularly the one fo forcibly delivered by: the ho- 
nourable member who opened the debate, or what has been 
•delivered at the bar of this Houfe, have not altered ray opi- 
nion of him ; being very fenfible. Sir, and perfeftly well 
aware, how very arduous and difficult Mr. Haftings’ fitua- 
tion was, fur rounded on ajl fides by fuch preffing difficul- 
ties, that almoft any other man muft have funk underVbut, 
by his great fortitude, perfev-ering zeal, and uncommon abi- 
lities, he rofe fuperior to them all, and proved himfeif mofl: 
clearly the preferver of India to this country. I have. Sir, 
to the heft of my poor judgement, very maturely weighed 
and confidered Mr. Haftings’ errors and fuppofed delinquen- 
cies, and having fairly and impartially balanced againft them 
his eminent fervices and real merit, I cannot hefitate one 
moment how to give my vote ; and if. Sir, the reprefenta- 
tives of the nation in Parliament will not condefeend to 


adopt that mode of judging men in high truft and coriimand 
upon foreign fervice in war,, miferable and unfortunate in- 
deed muft be their fituations ; for I will he bold to fay. Sir, 
there never* was a man In command abroad, in tijiie of war, 
that has not found it his duty to do, as an officer, for the 
good of ‘the public fervice committed to him, what he could 
not reconcile,to be perfeftly confonant to the rillesof 

(equity and juftice, or to his own feelings, as. a man afting ii| 
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a private capacity, Advaixced/^ Sir, as Iialii in years, there 
is fcarcely a ppffibilijty of my ever being in foreigh command 
ngain; but I feel for thole who are to come after n>e; and^ 
having been in that fitnation, what I take th^ liberty of fay- 
ing arifes from experience. When I had the honour^ Sir^ of 
hgjiiig at the head of the naval force of this country in the 
Well Indies, His Majefty^ fleet under my command, con- 
fifting of twenty -two fail of the line, had no bread to eat 
for a month, and, by much the greater part of that time, a 
far fuperior force of the enemy appeared in liglit daily ; to 
fupply the want of that very eflential article I was obliged 
to have recourfe to yams, , (a root of the potatoe kind) as a 
fuGcedaneum for bread; and it afforded me one of the inoft 
heartfelt gratifications of my life, that under that great dif- 
ficulty not a murmur was ever heard from any man I had the 
honour to commands fuch was the confidence the fleet liad 
in me, and fiich 4he convidlion, that I was never backward 
in fhowing all poffihle att^tion to it. To procure the relief 
the fleet flood fo much in need of, from the want of bread, 
I was compelled to ufe the arm of power, and to diredl eve- 
jy fmall vefTel to be feized upon that could be got at, to 
fepd .tothe different adjacent iflands for yams. Suppofe, Sir, 
jthofe veffels, fo forcibly feized upon, contrary to the incli- 
nations wd flrong remonll.rances of thofe to whom they be- 
Jonged, had been loft or taken by the en<?my, what. Sir, mull 
have been my fituation, if the government of this country 
had been backward in Handing between me and damages ? 
I muft have periflied in a jail ; as it was. Sir, I was threat- 
.ened with numberlefs profecutions, hecaiife the naval officer 
flid not fully fatisfo the demand of their owners. 

I do therefore, oir, moft earneftly entreat and implore the 
GorhJnittee ferioufly and deliberately to weigh and confider 
'jtiot only the perilous fituation of the late Governor General, 
but pf the valuable andextenfive territory committed to his 
^care. And I beg to fubmit to the cool judgement, the can- 
vdour, the good fenfe of the Committee, whether, what is 
the hard, and, in my opinion, the undeferved lot of Mr. 
fiaftings, may not in a future war .be drawn into precedent 
.againft forae great, diftinguifhecl, and high]y-meritoriou?5 
General or Admiral, who had rendered cffential fer vices to 
his country,' as the Commander in Chief of an army or a 
fleet; and whether. Sir, It may not lead fome man, or fet 
,of men, who may then happen to be members of this Houfe^ 
ttoittveftigate-the condudl of fuch Admiral or General, and, 
,mpon, finding fome part of it exceptionable,, (and which 
jmoft probably he himfolf could not think right, as a man 
adling in private life, yet thought it his indirpenfahle duty 
as aa p#cer, for the good of the public ferv ice, an^ 
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poffibly in the event, for the preftrvation of the force under 
his command) to arraign him at the bar of this Honfe as a 
delinquent; not perhaps, Sir, fo much from enmity \>r ill- 
will to the officer, or from any .regard to juftice, but; through 
him, to harrafs and worry a Minifter, and to protraft the 
public bufinefs of the nation, in order afterwards to be fur- 
iillhed with a plea for a charge againft lum for having done 
no bufinefs at all. 

Under thefe circumftances, Sir, I have taken the liberty 
toftate, and which thfe •times may render highly probable, 
every man entrufted with foreign command in time of war 
mufl: in future ferve with a halter about his neck; for, to in 
officer, Sir, of nice feelings of honour, confeious of ha- 
ving difeharged liis duty well and faithfully, it muft be 
matter of indifference whether his life or his well-earned 



fame is taken away. But I hope and truft, Sir, that I lhall 
not he underftood, by any gentleman who hears me, to en- 
tertain an idea that every officer is not, or ought not to be, 
jftriflly -amenable to his coui'.try for the whole of his con- 
du6t ; all 1 contend for is, that v^hen any part is arraigned, 
due regard Ihould be had to the motive that occafioned fuch 
part; if it pioceeded. Sir, fr^m private, perfonal, feliilh 
confiderations to himfelf, no pnnilTiment can be too heavy 
or fcverc ; but if, on the contrary, it proceeded from zeal to, 
and the neceffity of, the public fervice, really, Sir, in that 
caie no blame can juftly fall upon him. 

1 beg pardon, Sir, for the trouble I have given the Com- 
mittee, and feel infinite obligation for its great indulgence 
to me ; but 1 could not refill the impulfe ] felt, to fay thus 
much in jullification of the vote T have given, and for thofe 
1 lhall feel myfelf bound to give, whenever any future 
charges aie brought againft Mr. Haftings; and judging, Sir, 
in the manner I do of him, by balancing his great fervices 
againft his errors, I am perfedlly free to fay that I cannot 
think him deferving of public cenfure. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared, that he Ihould have refted Mr. Chii. 
totally content with giving a filent vote on the queftion, 
fo evident to his mind/ were it not that he felt himfelf 


called upon to fay fomething in anfwer to what fell from the 
noble Lord behind him. The high refpedl which he en- 
tertained in common with that Houfe and the nation for 


the charadlcr of the noble Lord, and which he inuft ever 


feel for fo very diftinguilhed and gallant an officer, rendered 
•him more particularly anxious to give an immediate anfwer 
,tQ his arguments, left, coming from the quarter they did> 
and in the manner and circumftances attending them, they 
Aould, from the uncomnTon weight of the noble Lord’s au- 
^^ority, more efpecially on fuch a fubjeft, be apt to miflead 
’ and 





PA R L I A E N T A R Y A. i'jtj, 

ami blind the judgement of the Committee. After paying 
many fcompliments to Lord Hood in his private as well as 
his profeffional charadler, and obferving that his meritorjotis 
fervices as a commander were only to be equalled by the pu- 
rity of hrs dondudl as an individual, he laid, that the ar- 
gument which he had u fed camp with a'peculiar force from 
a perfon of the noble Lord’s defcHption, becaufe no man 
who heard it could doubt its fincenty. Still, however, it 
was an argument which he hoped the Houfe would refift, 
and while they allowed every degfee of ftrength to the no- 
ble Lord’s principles as applipble to his own conduct and 
lituation, would yet guard againli: their interference wdh 
refpe6t to tliofe of the unfortpnate perfon (for fo he muft 
call him) who was the fubje6l of that day’s debate* 'i he 
noble Lord had argued in general in favour of thol'e who 
being entrufted with the great interefts of their country, 
were fometimes, from the difficulty of their hfuation, re- 
duced to the neCeffity either of facrificing thofe interefts, or 
of violating the diredl: rules of private juftice. Such fitua- 
tions were likely to occur and were certainly much to he la- 
mented, and it was, natural for the noble Lord to refort to 
u fuppofition of fuch a/ituation in excufe of Mr. Haftings, 
confeious as he was that in the courle of his own fervices 
he had never fuff ered fuch a neceffity to operate on him, 
from any other 'motives than thofe of tly public welfare, 
nor ever fufiered it to proceed farther than that confuleratioii 
warranted and rendered indifpenfable. He admitted, that in 
the cafe of every fervant of the Public, to wliom mighty 
and momentous concerns w^ere entrufled, it was but juft 
that when a complaint was made, the grounds of that com- 
plaint ought; to be weighed with the fituation in which he 
flood — if he fuffered the neceffities of his fervice to carry 
him no farther than was abfolutely neceflary, and endea- 
voured, though it could not be done in its full extent, to 
reconcile his duty to his country with that of individuals— 
he had then the double merit of diferetion as well as zeal; 
nay, even if in his exertions for the Public he fuffered him- 
to go beyond the line of ftricl and urgent neceffity, provided 
it was evident that his intentions were fair and upright- 
then, Heaven forbid that be or any man Ihould deny him 
his (Ipe merit, or fay, that the abundance of his- zeal ought 
' jiot to be allow^ed fo make ample atonement for the error 
of bis judgement. In fuch fituations as thefe the noble Lord, 
in his long cqurfe of fervices, muft have been; and he was 
'convinced, that his eonduft under them bad alw’^ays proved 
fuch, as to reconcile, as far as poflible, his political and moral 
dutjes. But, he alked, was the conduft of Mr. Haftings, 
in that part of it now befom the Houfe,. correfpoa^ent to 
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fuch principles ? Was the crime that day alledged againfi:’ 
him juftified by necefSty, or was it of fuch a fize and com- 
ple6lion as any exifting neceffity could juftify? Wiiere a 
deij^arture was made from juft ice and right, it was not fuf- 
ficient to fay that fuch a ftep was neceflary ; it was incum- 
bent on the party to point out and prove the neceffity, and 
the confequences likely to attend a too rigid obfervance of 
ftrift juftice and propriety, thilt a coinparifon might be 
taken between the obje£l to be gained artd the facrifice to be 
made, and a judgement, of cenfure or approbation founded 
on the refult of fuch comparifon* He fliould not take upon 
him in the prefent cafe to determine how far any neceffity 
could juftify the crime then under difcuffion ; that would 
be the j)rovince of thofe who w^ere to apportion the piiniih- 
ment; and it was fufficient for that Houfe to fee the crime 
fubftantiated in order to their becoming accufers. But in 
this inftance^there was no ftate neceffity whatfoever attempt- 
ed to be iliewn, and therefore tliere was no ground whatfo- 
ever for thofe who faw a criminal tendency in the tranfac- 
tion to refufe their confent to the motion. , 

Befides this topic of the neceffities of his fituation, the 
noble Lord had reforted to another in favour of Mr. Haf- 
tings, which was his general merits in the courfe of his fer- 
vice. There had been a period, he confefled, in which fuch 
an argument might have been urged with fome force, but 
that period was now pafled. If at the commencement of 
the inquiry it had been urged in favour of Mr. Haftings, 
tliat if his coiidudl in fome parts of his .adminiftration had 
h^en faulty, yet thofe faults were highly compenfated and 
iully counterbalanced by the general tenor of his conduct, 
and the brilliant and meritorious fervices which he had per- 
formed ; in that cafe the Houfe would have had to have 
weighed his crimes againll his virtues, and to have confi- 
dered how far his fervices were to he regarded as a balance 
againft his delinquencies, and whether thofe delinquencies 
were of fuc'h a nature as would allow that Houfe, confiftent 
with its own reputation, to admit any balance whatfoeVer 
from any fervices. But fuch a confideration could not with 
any propriety take place after the inquiry had once been in- 
ftituted ; the Committee were then called upon to deter- 
mine, n6t upon a general view of fa6l:s — the general merits 
or demerits of the perfon accufed— but on a particular in- 
veftigation of a particular tranfaftion, of the criminality or 
innocence of that Angle tranfadlion. Mr. Haftings had 
thought it advifeable to difclaim and relinquifli all benefit 
which he might have’ expefted from a confideration of his 
fervices : he had decifively and boldly declared, that in 
inquiring into the charges againft him he defired no fat-off 

might 
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Height be made on the fcore of his fervices; for that he 
was ’perfwaded, ihftead of the cenfure, he would be found 
to be. intitled to the approbation of that' Houfe, even 
upon the very facSls which were made the foundation of 
** thofe charges, as fooii as they ftiould come to be properly 
underftood and inveftigated**^ After fuch a proceeding 
from Mn Haftings it would be highly unjuft to have de- 
parted from the line in which he ehofe to have his condudl 
confidered, and to have thrown fuch a ftiield between him 
and public inquiry ; nor, after having proceeded fo far, could 
the Houfe, confiftently with its^ own honour, interpofe to 
cover him with a ftiield. Still he admitted there was yet a 
ftage, in which the merits of Mr. Haftings might and ought 
to bq weighed againft his failings; and this was, when (in 
cafe of convidlion of the charges laid againft liimj he came 
to receive fentencc. Undoubtedly, fhould it appear before 
that period to have been made to appear* (as bad been fo 
often alledged fn his favour) that there had ever been a time 
when India would have been loft to this country, hut for his 
cxertians and abilities, certainly fuch a confideration mutt 
have a powerful effedl on the minds of thofe who w^ere to 
apportion the punilhment. Whether the fervices of Mr. 
Haftings were fuch as would bear fuch a comparifon with 
his crimes (for in that light many of his a6tions had already 
appeared), would intitle fliem to be taken by his judges as 
matter of excufe or mitigation, he fliould not take upon 
him to determine. But certainly, as all circumftances 
flood, they were by no means an objedi at prefent for the 
confideration of the Committee: wuth refpeft to the parti- 
cular charge then under difeuffion it had been already fo 
ably handled, that he fhould not tajee up much time of the 
Committee iir enlarging upon it ; and he would only fay, 
that Mr. Haftings from his own words clearly convidted 
himfelf of criminality. 

* He then read a part of Mr. Haftings’ correfpondence ; 
where, in fpeaking of the recall of Mi, Shee from Farruck- 
abad, Mr. Haftings acknowledged, « tnat by fo doing he 
« muft give up Nabob Muzufter Jung to the opprelTion of 
the Vizier,” fo that he could not juftify himfelf for fuch a 
flep by any plea -of wanting fufficient warning of the con- 
fequence, having evidently forefeen it; nor had there been 
any grounds of heceffity alledged to palliate the meafure. 
But befides this letting loofe the Vizier >on the Nabob of 
Farruckabad, the cpnlequence of which he knew would be 
the ruin and bppreffioh of that unfortunate prince, and that 
;without any necejOTity, what could.excufe his acceptance of 4 
prefent of fuch magnitude as that which he had received 

from 
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from the Nabob of Oude ? Covild fucli a tranfaSion be ex- 
cufed by any degree of neceiTity ' 'V/a", there a {feet in want^ 
of her neceffary fuppiies, or was any army waiting for lubr 
fiftence ? Or did any one, branch whatfoever of the public 
fervice render fo extraordinary a refource requlfite? — No; 
it copld be juftified by no one neceifity; it could he ac- 
counted for by nothing but corruption. But what he had 
chiefly riferi for was, to interpofe as fpeedily as polTible be- 
tween the high authority of the noble Lord and the feelings 
of the Houfe, left they* might be led by his arguments to 
confound the cafes ; that of a man ftruggling againft a vio- 
lent neceflity, and at length obliged to give way to the exi- 
gency of the public fervice and deviate into a necefSiry in- 
juftice— ^and that of a perfon wantonly committing acts of 
tyranny and opprefliion, for which not even a pretence of' 
public fervice had been alledged. He was by no means ap- 
prehenfive that this example of the Houle of Commons of 
Great Britain taking an adiive part in bringing thofe who 
had ferved the State, in the moft exalted fituations, to jiif- 
tice, would be attended any bad confequence* to the 

public fervice ; but on the contrary, befides that it was a 
duty which tliey owed both to their own and the natio- 
nal charader, he looked upon it as the heft method of in- 
furing the moft fcrupulous and dutiful condudl of onr fc- 
vcral commanders, when they were taught that the Houfe 
of Commons would not difgrace themfelves by fcreening a 
public delinquent, how high foever might have been his 
rank and fituation, how brilliant his abilities, or how emi- 
nent liis feryices : they would be cautious, when they knew 
that any deviation from the ftrid rules of integrity would 
be judged only by the nature of the neceflity which occa- 
fioned it; and that although no merits wmuld be confidered 
as an excufe for wilful and corrupt mifcondudl; yet that 
even a necelliiry derelift ion of principle mull only he excu- 
fable by uniform and meritorious exertions. And he begged 
the Houfe that they would by no means fulFer the inference 
of the noble Lord from his own principles and conduft, to 
miflead them in judging of that conduft and of thofe prin- 
ciples which gave rife to the prefent charge. The noble 
Lord, feeling the unimpeacliabie integrity of his own mo- 
tives, was willing to im4mte the fame fent;iments, where, he 
much feared, they had not ©xifted. 

The queftion being put, the Committee divided; 

Ayes 1 12 -r— Noes 50. Majority 62* 

The Houfe adjournedt 
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PARLIAMENTARY 

Monday^ ^th March* 

Sir M. W. Sir Matthew White Ridley flattered himfelf that the Houfe 
Ridky. would indulge him with their particular attention, whilft he 
adverted to the cafe of Captain, David Brcdie, an officer of 
moft: extraordinary merit, who had been fuperfeded in the late 
promotions to the flag, on account ot his not having ferved 
in the laft war, an order having been made that no officer fo 
circumftanced fliould be promoted. Sir Matthew contended, 
that it had not been owing to any fault or failure of his own 
that Captain Brodie had not ferved In the war preceding the 
late promotions, fince he had repeatedly applied, and offered 
his fsrvices in perfon, and had alfo applied by letter. In the 
courfe of his fpeech Sir Matthew read tlie following 

Memorial of D. Brodie, Efq. Captain in His Majefly’s 
Navy {1787.) 

Moft humbly flieweth. 

That your memorialift has been lixry years in His Majef- 
ty’s Navy — Commanded the admiral’s tender at the taking 
of Portobello — was at the bombarding Carthagena — taking 
** of Chagre— taking of Bocachica — and in moft of the ac- 
lions that happened in the Weft Indies during the war with 
the combined arms of France and Spain. 

Your momorialill was promoted to the command of the 
Merlin, a floop of 10 guns and 1 10 men, in the Weft In- 
dies, and rendered the following fervices to his country ; 
“ for which he received a letter of thanks from the then 
“ Lord of the Admiralty. 

I ft. He fuftained an attack from a 50-gun fliip for a con- 
“ fiderable time, in which he loft many men. Two other 
“ fhips coming in fight, the enemy left him j they afterwards 
proved to be two of his own. 

“ 2d. He took the Union, a French privateer of fuperlor 
force. 

3d. He took the Vainqueur, a French privateer of fu- 
perior force. 

4th. He took the Bacchus, a French privateer of fuperlor 
force. 

5tli. He took the St. Antonio, a Spanifti privateer. 

6th. He took the Petit Guava, a French privateer of equal 
‘‘ force. 

7th. He took the Ferdinand, a French privateer of fu- 
“ perior force, which he boarded. She had 42 men killed 
and wounded. 

8th. He attacked two Spanifh zebecks that had taken 
the Blaft and Achilles, tWo of our floops of war; and after 

a def- 
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‘‘ a defperate e^agement tliey were obliged to retire, and ne- 
ver appeared more in thofe feas. The meniorialift derived 
“ peculiar fatisfaflion from thi&fuccefs,as he afterwards found 
they had been fitted out expreffly to take him, 

“ 9th. He took two French fhips of much fuperior force; 
in which adtion he was wounded in the fide, and loft his 
right arm. 

Your memorialift was made a poft captain in March 
1747, and commanded the Canterbury, at the taking of 
Port Louis, and the attack of St. Jago da Cuba. He com- 
manded the Stafford, in the engagement off the Havannah 
in the year 1748, in which he took the Conqueftadore, of 
64 guns, the only Ihip taken in the adfion. — After the 
ConqueftaJore ftruck, the Spanifti admiral's ihip, the Af- 
rica, of 74 guns, continued the adfion with the Stafford, 
from three till nine, when we laid him in clofeto the ftiore. 
« The Stafford being then very much difabled, the pilot re- 
fufed the charge of her any longer, and after being with 
‘‘ great difficulty wore, your memorialift repaired his da- 
** mages as well as lie could in the courfeof the night.* Th® 
‘‘ next day the Cornwall and Stafford went in with intention 
to burn the Spanifh admiral’s Ihip, but was prevented by 
the Spaniards fetting fire to her themfelves. 

“ That your memorialift has regularly, fince that time, 
applied to Government for employ whenever he thought 
his fervices might be wanted; but, not having ferved in the 
** laft war, being alledged as the reafoii of his having been 
fuperfeded in the late promotions to the Flag, he humbly 
‘‘ requefls to lay before the Houfe of Commons the following 
** written teftimony, having made perpetual offers in perfon 
“ before.’’ 

Copy of Captain Brodie’s letter to the Admiralty on the com- 
mencement of the laft war. 

South Audley Street, Jan. 5, 1762. 

Sir, 

War being declared againft Spain, I take the earlieft op- 
portunity to offer my fervice, whenever their Lordfhips 
‘‘ think proper to honour me with their commands. I was 
found ferviceable during laft war in the Weft Indies, where 
I am well acquainted ; and hope I Ihall not be found lefs fo, 
if their Lordfhips think proper to employ me in any part of 
the globe. 

lam, Sir, 

Your moft obedient humble fervant, 

David Brodie.'’ 

John Cleveland, Efq. Admiralty.’^ 

B b b 2 Copy 
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Copy of Mr. Cleveland’s „anfwj^. 

Admiralty office Jan. 7, 1762. 
Sir, 

I liave communicated to my Lords Cornmi/rKMiers of the 
A'lrnjvi'y, you; Ittier of ihe 5th iniiant, clearing to be 

‘ 

I am S;r, 


Your VO 


Captain Brocie, Town.’ 


rv iHiinbii iervant, 

- J. Cl6ve!and.” 


Sir Matihew White Ridley, now enforcing the claim of 
Captain ih'odie, dteiared that he afked for no emolument, or 
pecuniary reward; but was anxious only to obtain (what 
every man of iecling iruifl conceive to be dear to an officer as 
his iih) the rntik 10 which he was entitled by meritorious 
fervices, raul the denial of which he could not but confider 
as a depredation and difgrace, implying cenlure and involving 
punifliment. In coriclidion, Sir Klatthew moved an addrels 
to Ilis,lVlajelly» alledging, on the part of the Houle, their be- 
ing fuislied tiiat Captain Brodie was entitled to a reftoiation 
to rank, and praying H's Majclly to diflinguifh him by fome 
mark of Ids Royal favour. 

Sir *Jnhi\ AlUlcr obferved that, in feconding (as he did) 
the motion of tlie lionourable Baronet, he felt the higheit 
conlidence, in as much as he had been for many years the 
neighbour of the worthy veteran, whole cafe wms now under 
The confideration of the Houfe; and wlio (he could alFert 
from his own knowledge) was as much eJieeined for his per- 
fonal virtues in private and retired life, as he liad been refpe 61 - 
ed by men of eminence and dikeinment in the navy, for his 
fervices and exertions in the line of Ins profeflion. Captain 
Erodie’s mejnorial (which he held in his hand) crowded into 
a very narrow compals, fervices which would have dignified 
the longcft life, fervices which the country /hould he proud 
to acknowledge, fervices which the Houfe (he thought) would 
cenainly have lent up to the 1 hrone for acknowledgement 
on the 1 nil of lafl May, by a refpedaMe majority. Had the 
prefent queflion come before them, at that time, which would 
have proved the cafe, but that it appeared to the friends of Cap- 
tain Brodie, vvlio were then prefent, that it would be more 
for tlie honour of Parliament, of the nation, as well as of the 
meritorious officer liimfelf, to permit a becoming requital to 
clefcend upon him giacioufly and fponlaneoufly (which they 
fully expe6led would have been the cafe in conlequence of 
the llatement then made to Parliament) and without ftruggle 
or rehflance from any quarter whatfoever. — Sir John here 
Called to the recolledlion of the Houle what had paflsd in that 

affembly 
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aflembly upon tlie eleventh of Ma 5 ^ Captain Brodie’s fer- 
vices and wi flies were laid before them, and* a motion was 
made immediately after for placing upon the invalid lift lucli 
of the eldeft naval captains whofe commiffions bore date prior 
to fome or any of our flag officers. — That motion was carri- 
ed by a refpeQable majority, which made him prefume that 
any mention in favour of Captain Bred ie would have been car- 
ried alio upon the fame grounds, and perhaps nearly by the 
fame majority. The extent of Captain Brodie's fervices en* 
titled tiuin to notice; fixty years conftituted no common 
length of military fervice; and fuggefted to him an obferva- 
tion, that when this gentleman flrft entered into the' naval 
line, fome of our prefent admirals were not yet born, two of 
them he could aflert w'eie not, than whom no officers had 
done more honour to themfelves or more diftinguiflied fer^ 
vices to tlieir country. It might be alked, what prevented 
Captain Brodie obtaining from former Adminiftrations what 
he now folicited through the interceffion of that Houfe ? The 
reply was, that it was known to the navy, it was known to 
Parliament, ir was known to every man in the nation, that 
Adniinillration, and that Board of Admiralty wjiich liacl lb 
long difgraced and dillionoured, and which in the end had 
jiearly ruined the country, had been diftinguifhed beyond all 
others for little mean prejudices, jealoulics, fadfions, parti- 
alities, jobs, and adts of injuftice, to which the brave and 
tilt, generous were frefjuently the vi(!d:ims. And of this 
Captain B. experienced the truth in nil his applications for 
juUice or redrefs. T hank Heaven ! Sir, (added Sir John) the 
A iminiltration of this day has far other features and charac- 
terifiics. Thank Heaven ^ Sir, fuch meanneffes no longer 
prefide in our navy, 'f he noble perfon now at the head of 
the Admiralty has always been diftinguiflied for firmnefs and 
juflice; for coolnefs and intrepidity in war; for a faithful 
ccconomy of public money, and an intenfe and unceafing ap- 
plication to the duties of his fituation in peace. To fuch an 
Adrniniftration, and to fuch a Board of Admiralty, may not 
age and fervice look up for flielter? From fuch a charadfer, 
may not injured merit expect retribution.^ Sir John faid, 
let me add, that, which though not immediately relevant to 
the fuhjedt before ns, can never be an unfeaibnable commu- 
nication to this Houfe, and which I can aver from informa- 
tion of reliance and certainty, that never fince this nation 
had either name or exlllence was the Britifh fleet fb confider- 
able in point of number, force, condition, or efficacy of fliips; 
nor our dock- yards, and magazines lb amply, completely 
and abundantly provided witli every kind and fpecies of mili- 
tary ft ores as at the momenj; in which 1 am now fpeaking. Let 
no mun imagine that Ciiptain Brodie comes to this Houfe to 

look 
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look for private profit or emolument. No, Sir. Fortune, 
who has, hitherto refufed him his fondeft wifh, has putiiim 
far beyond the reach of all pecuniary neceflity. But Captain 
Brodie comes to this Houfe, Sir, for a teflimony of his long 
and faithful fervices; he comes^ to us for a reparation of his 
Injuries, and, with his injuries, of the injuries of his whole 
profeffion. The additional expence of the nation by this aft 
of jullice to Captain Brodie, would, I underftand, amount to 
nearly 120!. per annum, no very great nor very lalling in- 
cumbrance for the remainder of a life now verging to its 78th 
year, wafted, broken, and /battered by climates and hardfhips, 
and wounds and injuries. 

Captain L, Captain Lcvcfon having premifed that the nofice of 

Gower. the intended application of Captain Brodie had pointed it out 
as neceflary to have a reference to the books of the Admiralty 
office, in order to afeertain wliat had been the proceedings 
there with refpeft to Caivtain Brodie; added, that he there- 
fore rofe not to fay any thing againft Captain Brodie, or in 
depreciation of his merits, but merely toftate a few fafts, re- 
fulting from the reference winch he had mentioned ; and he 
incant^to leave thofe fafts to the judgement of the Houfe, 
without oftering any obfervations of his own. Captain Gower 
then ftated, that it appeared that Captain Brodie loft his right 
arm in 1747, and that in the year 1750, he applied by a me- 
morial to the Board of Admiralty, ftating, that from his 
wounds he was incapable of fervice, and praying to be recom- 
mended to His Majefly for fome mark of his Royal favour; 
that in 1753, he prefented another memorial to the fame pur- 
pofe with the former, but couched in ft ill ftronger terms. 
*J hat a penfion was, accordingly granted to Captain Brodie ; 
that he applied to the Board of Admiralty, offering his fer- 
vices, in the year 1762 ; that a peace foon followed, and that 
Captain Brodie had not been promoted, as he was confidered 
as coming within the rule, tliat no officer who had not ferved 
jn a war preceding a promotion, could he entitled to be com- 
prehended in fuch promotion. In couclufion, Captain Gower 
begged leave to remind the Houfe, that the proceedings which 
he had ftated took place, during various Boards of Admiralty, 
and that of coiiife the prefcni Board were not at all anfwerable 
for what had happened. 

Sir Edwanl SxT Edward jjfjeck declared that he had long known Cap- 

Afflcck, Brodie, and been a wiinefs to his conduft in fome of the 

adtions in which he was engaged. He rofe therefore for the 
purpofe of hearing teftimony to the fafts ftated in his favour, 
arid to declare that a more meritorious officer than Captain 
Brodie had never ferved His Majefty, and that he was as good 
a man in private life as had exiftence. 


Sir 
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Sir John Jarvis remarked, that he likewife felt it his indif- Sir j.jarvis, 
peiifable duty to do juftice to that great man whoic cafe was 
then under confideration, and to declare that a more gallant 
officer, a perfon of more zeal, of more true courage, or of a 
more enthufiaftic fpiric of eriterprize, never was in His Ma- 
jefty’s fervice. — Sir John ftated, that Captain Brodie’s re- 
peated application to the Admiralty Board, to be employed 
during the war with Spain, when flie joined France againft 
us, was a fufficient anfwer to any argument which could !)e 
adduced from his having, in his application for a penfion, 
declared himfelf at that time incapaWe of fervice. His ac- 
tive fpirit, and Ids profeflional zeal, had induced him to con- 
tinue in command, immediately after the lofs of his arm, 
and the confequence was, that his wounds grew worfe, from 
loo much exertion in an unwholefome climate, and he was 
rendered for three or four years incapable of ferving ; but 
when he grew better, he was defirous to return to the exer- 
cife of his duties as an officer; and it would, perhaps, have 
been well for his country if the Board of Admiralty had ac- 
cepted his offer of lervice in 1762, as he was perfe6Hy ac- 
quainted with the navigation of the part of the world to 
which he wiflied to go, being (he verily believed) from his 
education before he came into the profeffion, and his prac- 
tice and experience afterwards, not oilly better qualified than 
moft men in the fervice for that command, but the beft pilot 
in thofe feas. At a time when party difputes divided the na- 
vy, and ran fo high as greatly to injure the fervice. Captain 
Brodie kept his charaffer not only free from imputation, but 
liis condu£l Hood confpicuous for its bravery and its merit. 

A llronger proof of the truth of this affertion need not be 
given to the Houfe titan the following facSl: : It fell to the 
ihare of a moft diftinguifhed and refpedlable ofiicer, now at 
the head of his profeffion, to fit upon a Court Martial then 
holder! upon an officer of eminence, (and he believed he was 
the only member of that Court Martial now living) it fell 
however to the fliare of this refpe 61 :ai)Ie officer to examine. 

Captain Brodie, who then commanded the Stafford, was a 
witnefs; and he drew fi-om him, though with great reluft- 
ance, an account of the proceedings and bufmefs of the day, 
on which the condu6f of the officer upon his trial had taken 
place; when, after hearing Captain Brodie out, the refpeft- 
able commander in queftion burft forth into an exclamation 
of applaufe, cjeclaring, that the oldeft officers in the fervice 
might be glad to give up the glory of all the adfions of their 
lives, to have a6l:ed as Captain Brodie had done that day. Sir 
John Jervis, upon this faft. grounded an appeal to the gene- 
rofjty and juftice of the Houfe, afking whether they could rc- 
fufe to procui'e for a gallant and meritorious officer that raitk 
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and thofe profeffionad honours to which he was juftly entitled ; 
for an officer alfo worn down with age, and fmarting ftill 
with wounds received in the fervice of his country, and 
who had jull f\culties enow left to feel the injullice done 
him, and who, unlefs that injullice was remedied, could not 
lay his head in tlie grave in peace. 

Captain ^ Captain Machridi Hated from the navy accounts placed on 
Mactride. table ot the Houfe, that tliere were officers of not fo 

long Handing, and men -who had by no means fignalized 
tliemlelves like Ca’itain llrodie, who had penf ons, and had 
nevertliclefs not been deprived of their rank, but regularly 
promoted. Captain Machride went into argument to prove 
that the Admiralty Hoard was conduced in a manner which 
tended to di icon rage merit, and, if not altered materially, 
to entail ruin on tlic fervice. He rj)oke of Captain Hrodie as 
an officer of uncommon merit, and gave his tellimony to all 
wdiich had been laid in his favour, declaring that it was but 
mere juHice that he lliould he refiored to his rank. 

Wr. Hop- Mr. Hopkins (aid, that he had not a word to ofieY againft 
kins- the merits of Captaiii Biodie; yet he could not but ohferve, 
tliat it was a little extraordinary that tlie year i 787 Hioukl 
be the year of thoir HiH licaring comjdaint of an injullice 
Hated to have been done to Captain Hrodie nine years ago. 
Mr. Drake. Drake remarked, that from every tlfnig whicli he had 

heard, tlie worthy officer had fo mucli merit, tliat lie hearti - 
' ly lioped the Houle would do liim juHice and vote for the ad- 
drefs, ■ as lie had not a doubt but tlie hreaH of their Sovereign 
would beat in uiiiibn with the lentiments of his faithful Com- 
mons. 

Mr. Ckan- Mr. Chancellor declared, that, on fo extraordinary a 
cclloi Pitt. queHion as the prefent, he could not but feel fome degree of 
uneafinefs in delivering his lentiments, particularly as in fo 
doing he lliould be under a neceflity of endeavouring to conn- 
terail thof'e impreffions which he w^as perfuaded every gentle- 
man felt, hut to which, although in themfelves highly 
laudable, it would prove extremely improper on the preient 
occalion to give way. He was convinced that many gentle- 
men had fuj^poricd the motion, not only from motives of 
humanity to Captain Brodie, hut alfo from a moH zealous 
attention to the good of tlie fervice; but he apprehended (as 
Wais too often the ca(e) that, although with the beH inten- 
tions poffible, yet they might do an eflential injury to the in-^ 
tereft they willied to fupport by the very means which they 
adopted for that purpofe. He was perfuaded that the ho- 
nourable gentleman (Sir John Jarvis) who fpoke fo warmly 
in favour of the claim of Captain Brodie, and who was hina- 
felf one of the greateft orna^nents and examples to the fer- 
vibe, could have nothing in view which appeared to him re- 
pugnant 
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Jjugnant to its welfare. But he was alfo convinced, that 
Wlien that honbiirahle gentleman and others came to confi- 
der the queftion in its true light, as an aftual invafion of the 
Royal prerogative, arid an aflumption by Parliament of the 
fuperintendence of nav^l proriiotions, they would abate much 
of that eagernefs which they fliewed in their fupport of it. 
Not merely impropetj but feridufly alarming, indeed, mull 
prove the interference of the Houfe, with the fanftions of 
the executive government, which the prefent rnotion had a 
palpable and inanifeft tendency to introduce. If the inter- 
ference of Parliament on fuch occafions were in general a 
tiling to be avoided, it was on the prefent occafion more par - 
ticularly ileceffary not to fuffer its admilfion. From the ar- 
guments ufed in fupport of the motion, and from the words 
of the motion itfelf, it was perfectly clear wluit was intend- 
ed and wiflied for by the friends of Captain Brodie. They 
difclaimed all idea of a pecuniary compenfation, but Hill de- 
manded a reparation of the injury fuftaincd by him in being 
prevented from attaining the rank of Admiral, to whick 
froVn his Handing in die lervice, if nothing elfe had been to 
be confidered, he would have been fo fully entitled. • How- 
then could any fuch reparation be made, a pecuniary one be- 
ing difclaimed, except by a promotion to the very fame rank 
that he complained of his being deprived of, the rank of Vice- 
Admiral. What then was this but an exprefs interference 
with the executive government ? and that in one of its moH 
facred branches — the appointment of the military officers, 
by recommending a particular officer to a fpecific rank, and 
even pointing out that rank with peculiar nicety, by de- 
feribing it as next to Sir Edvvard Hughes. But it was not 
only as an interference with the general exercife of tliat part 
of the King’s prerogative, that the motion was objedion- 
able, but becaufe it went a Hill greater length, and preferibed 
to the Crown to create a deviation fix>m a pofitive rule efta- 
blilhed by His Majefty in purfuanceof the advice of his Mi- 
nillers of that department, the Board of Admiralty, ‘^That 
no officer who had not ferved in the war preceding any na- 
val promotion Ihould be included in that promotion.” 
Did thofe honourable gentlemen who fupported the rnotion 
mean to contend that this rule was Impolitic and likely to 
injure the fervice ? If fo, then let them argue it upon that 
ground; and if they could eftablifli the opinion, let the rule 
be annulled. — But while the rule continues to exift, and 
while its propriety remained unimpeached, why addrefs the 
Crown for a partial violation of it ? When a rule was once 
eftablillied, he Ihould always approve of that Houfe vigi- 
lantly guarding it,, and interpofing to prevent the executive 
power from deviating from it. But, for Parliament to ad- 
Yqu XXI. 3 C drefs 
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drefs the King to difpenfe with a fixed rule in a particular 
inftance,' and where the refult of its fo difpeftfing was to be 
an appointment to a fpecific rank in. the navy — there were 
f© many and fuch infurmountable objedlions to tiie motion, 
that he CQuld not avoid giving it his moft diredl and hearty 
; negative. Hie Chancellor of the Exchequer now went into 
the circumllances of Captain Brodie’s cafe, and obferved, 
that although he gave implicit faith to the ilatement made 
by the gentlemen who fpoke in favour of the motioHy yet 
ftill as far as it was fupported by records, it only went to 
piove that Captain Brodie had applied for the firft time hi 
writing to the Lords of the Admiralty for a command on the 
breaking out of the Spanilli war, though we had been for fe- 
veral years at war with France, and, notwithfianding, that 
he was very willing to believe, that he miglit in fafl: have 
made many perfonnl applications previous to tliat period, yet, 
from the very words of his own letter, a contrary infe- 
rence would very naturally follow. For in it, he faid, 
that he thus takes the earlieft opportunity of oflering his 
ferviccs.” If any injury had been really fuffered by Captain 
Brodiey the time to have fought a remedy would have been 
that in which th<? injury was done— but inftead of that he 
had acquiefced in it during the fpace of twenty-five years. 
It had been contended, by way of obviating this objedfion to 
the great length of time wliich had ela])fed, that, althougli 
the foundation of the ijijury had been laid in tlie a 61 :, by 
whicli he was put upon the fuperannuated lift, yet that the 
injury itfelf did not arife until the year 1778, at which 
time he would, but for his having been fo rupcrannuated, 
heve been included in the promotion of Rear Admirals, 
which was fufficient at once to induce the Houfe to rejecfb 
any motion of fuch an extraordinary nature. But what iti 
reality was the injury fuftained by Captain Brodie ? He bad, 
at his own requeft, been put on the penfion lift, and tliepen- 
fion granted liim had been as great as had ever been given to 
any Captain of the navy; fo that in this inftance no injuf- 
tice liad been done to his meiits as an officer, which undoubt- 
edly were great and exem})Iary. What were the reafons 
which had prevented the Board of Admiralty of that day 
from employing Iiim, could not, at this diilance of time, 
be now fully afeertain^d ; nor did he know that it w^ould be 
right in Parliament to demand any information upon that 
liead. But lie believed, that when it was remembered how 
a6iive and zealous the Noble Lord (Lord Anfon) wlio then 
preftded at that Board) had always been in the difeharge of 
his duty, how dear the fervice was to him, and how dear he 
washimfelf to the fervice, noperfon would fufpe6l that any 
other moUves, but thofe of a nioft honourable nature, could 
. ^ have 
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have operated ^with him in the part which he took refpeding 
Captain Brodie, As to the preferit Board of Admiralty, they 
could have no perfonal iiitereft whatfoever in the cafe of 
Captain Brodie ; hut they muft certainly feel a ftrong iiiterell: 
in adhering ftridtly to a rule which it was thought neceifary 
for the welfare and profperity of the navy to eflahlilli. Nay, 
every man who approved of the fyBem ot our government, 
and of the ieparation between tlie legiflative and executive 
iundlions, muJl feel warmly interefted in perceiving that re- 
paration, and in preventing an union of both in that Houfe, 
which he atfirmed that the prefent motion had a manifelt 
teiidenry to efl'evSl* As the government now flood, His 
Majefly’s Miniflers were refpoiiflble for the feveral ai)point- 
ments which they ihoiild advil'e;»hut if Parliament Ihould 
take into its own hands the right of making appointments, 
then the rerponflbiJity of Miniflers would be at an end, and 
while they would become deprived of the means of doing 
good, they would he furniflied with an excufe for doing 
vvi ong. He confefled tliat he felt himfelf warm on the lub- 
jeefl ; but it was a w^arnith which, as far as it applied to 
Caprain Brodie, became the warmth of regret at the necef- 
fity which he felt of rejecting a motion, to which, if he had 
nothin^ to conrider but the fervices and merits of him whom 
it concerned, he fhould give his hearty allent; but he was 
w%nnn in his oppolition to a motion which tended to unhinge 
and disjoint tlie fyftein of the conflitution; for if a prece- 
dent of fuch a nature were once to be .elHblillied, there was 
fcarcely an officer who had met with any difappointment in 
the courfe of his promotion, who would not avail himfelf of 
the precedent, and think himfelf entitled in that cafe to ap- 
ply to Parliament for relief. And there would never be 
W' anting circumftances to attraft the compaflioii of the 
Houfe, though he confefled there would feldom be found 
fafts fo highly tleferving of their attention as thofe which, 
belonged to the cafe of Captain Brodie, were the cafe of a 
nature to \yhich the Houfe could with propriety give any 
attention. If it were to he argued, that the prefent motion 
was only for a general addrefs to the Crown to reward great 
and eminent fervices, though, by the by, all the arguments 
in favour of the morion went to the neceffity of particular, 
fpecific reward — he could not but think, in that point of 
view, the motion highly improper ; for it had never been 
the pra6i:ice of that Houfe to carry up fuch an addrefs to 
the Turone, except immediately at the time of the per- 
formance of thofe fervices, for which the reward was applied 
for. On the whole, though he mofl: heartily fympathiz-ed 
with the feelings of Captain Brodie, and acknowledged his 
merits and fervices in an equal degree w4th his warmeft tup- 
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porters, yet bis duty, as a member of Parliament, could by 
no means fuffer him on the prefent pccafion to give way t9 
either, and therefore he muft vote againft the motion. 

Mr, Fox. Mr. Fox remarked, that he ftiould aflTent moft implicitly 
to the obfervations of the right honourable gentleman, were 
it poffible for tlie queftion to ftrike him in any fimilar point 
of view ; but he could not avoid perceiving, that in order 
to make out his obje 61 ion to the motion, he had been obliged 
rather to argue from what had fallen in the courfe of debate 
than from the motion itfelf. ' Mr. Fox faid, that he agreed 
that the promotion of military men was vefied folfely and 
excliifively in the royal prerogative, and that the executive 
power ought not to be interfered with ty that Hoiifc, un~ 
lefs in cafes where they had been guilty of abufe or neglcdl 
of duty. If therefore the prefent addrefs had been an ad- 
drefs (as the right honourable gentlcnian had ftated it) for 
the purpofe of defiring Kis Majeily to grant fpecific rank 
to Captain Brodie, he would have been the la/l man to have 
rifen and fupportecl it; but it was in fa£t no fuch thing; it 
U^as at? addrefs drawn generally, and praying His Majefty 
to beftow fome mark of his royal favour upon Captain Bro- 
die, leaving it to himfelf to determine its nature. ^He pould 
have wiflied that the fa6ts on which the claim of Captain 
Brodie refted, had been more formally before theHoufe than 
they were; but the cafe flood upon the ground on which 
various other cafes had flood, and upon which that Houfe 
had thought tliemfelves warranted to proceed : it refled upon 
the ground of notoriety. He inftanced the cafe of Gene- 
ral Monckton to prove, that although Captain Brodie’s fei> 
vices were fervices many years fince performed? the Houfe 
had eftabliflied a precedent of a fimilar nature. In the year 
1773, General Monckton had been on the eve of being fent 
out to India as commander in chief of the forces there ; 
but it was afterwards thought advifable to fend out Sir Johii 
Clavering : in that cafe, in order to make General Monck- 
ton fome amends for his difappointment, a motion was 
brought forwards in that Houfe to addrefe His Majefty, to 
pray him to grant fome mark of his royal favour to Gene ! 
ral Monckton for his meritorious fervices. I'he fervices of 
General Monckton had undoubtedly been meritorious ; buf 
they had been fervices performed many years preceding the 
year i773t wliat made the cafe ftronger too was, the cir- 
cumflance that General Monckton had not been.difappointed 
of ail opportunity of ferving {iis Majefty, but of fervjng 
the Eaft-lndia Company. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he muft ftill contend, 

ceilor'Pitt. if the addrefs were to be carried, His Majefty could not by 
any poflible means comply with the wiflies of the Houfe in 
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any other way than by appointing Captain Brodie. to the 
ipecific rank of Vice-Admiral, next after Sir lEdward 
Hughes, which was in effeft, if not in terms, a dire<Sl and 
pofitive interference of that Houfe in the rank and promo- 
tion of military oflScers. 

Lord Mulgrave obferved, that it would be a mockery Lord Miil« 
upon Captain Brodie were that Houfe to vote an addrefs, S*^^^** 
not pointing to fpecific rank, and from the wor.ds of which 
His Majefty’s Minifters could not colledl the real fenfe of 
the Houfe, when almoft every gentleman who had fpoken 
in fupport of the motion exprefsly declared, that the rank 
of a Vice-Admiral was the objedt of Captain Brodie, and 
that his not being promoted to the lift of flag ofiicers was 
the ground of his complaint and his applic^ition to that 
Houfe. Dangerous indeed was the preccdeiit which the 
Houfe would eftablifh, if they in fo glaring a inanner inter-* 
fered witli the executive government ! it would materially 
aftedt tlie difcipline and fubordination of the fervice, and 
bring upon the Houfe an endlefs repetition of applications 
of a nature in fome fort limiJar with the prefent. Were the 
addrefs to be carried, every ofiicer in the fervice, who had 
not been promoted as rapidly as in his own opinion he de- 
ferved to be, would have nothing to do but to get a friend 
to rife in Parliament, and to move for an addrefs to the 
Crown to grant him rank in his profeffion : this would not 
only take the Houfe out of its line of duty, but would 
deprive the executive power of the exercife of that difere- 
tion whicli belonged to it, in making out fuch lifts of pro- 
motions as to its wifdom Teemed proper, and thus do away 
that refponfibility which belonged to the different depart- 
ments of Adminiftration. Extenfive indeed was the num- 
ber of even able, experienced, and gallant officers, whom, 
for a variety of reafons, an Admiralty Board might deem 
flt to be captains of ftiips, but not qualified to be entrufted 
■with the commands of fleets, or to be admirals, upon whofe 
Angle judgment the fate of the nation might occafionally 
depend ; and while that was the cafe, there were means (as 
tlie Houfe well knew) of fetting them afide. Lord Mul- 
grave fpoke alfo of officers who, like Capt. Brodie, had been 
mutilated in the fervice, and upon being offered to be employ- 
ed in certain climates or on certain fervices, had, like honeft 
men, declared themfelves incapable, and begged leave to de- 
cline continuing in it : to thofe men the country was in- 
debted, as well as to Captain Brodie; and would that Houfe 
let up fo invidious a diftindlion as to fele6l Captain Brodie, 
and advife His Majefty to a£t differently with refpeft to 
him, to what had been uniformly holden by government to 
fbe reft of a very large deferiptiou of worthy officers ? 
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W^PuXte- Mr. having premifed, that it was argued on tlie 

one hand, that Captain Brodie was an officer of uncommon 
merit, and that he ought to have been promoted to the rank 
of a flag officer; and on the other, that a general rule had 
been laid down, and uniformly and invariably adhered to 
in the fervicc, which had operated againft Captain Brodie’s 
promotion; added, that in liich a cafe it would be worth 
while to inquire into the nature of the rule, and fee whe- 
ther it was warrantable for that Houfe to interfere. The 
Board of Admiralty could not get over this order or rule, 
and therefore they certainly flood juftified for not having 
promoted Captain Brodie : this being the cafe, the Houfe 
miglit interfere in the manner propofed by the motion ; for 
it was tire proper fiinilion of that Houfe to help the exe- 
cutive government, where its powers were either naturally 
deficient, or cramped and embarrafled by any general rule. 
There was no general rule without exception, and this ap- 
peared to him to be one exception ; and after what the 
Hout'e had heard of Captain Brodie’s meritorious fervices, 
without fo much as the flighteftr infiniiation of a reproach 
on his charadter, or on any part of his condudl, it finely 
was an exception upon which that Houfe would not only 
be juflified in adling, but would do wrong not to adt. 

llr.Piindas Mr. Dundas adverting to (what he called) the contra- 
riety of arguments advanced by the fupporters of the mo- 
tion, obferved that 'a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) 
had faid, that if he thought the addrefs an addrefs for fpe- 
cific rank, he would be the lafl man in the Houfe to vote 
for it ; and the honourable baronet who made the motion 
had laid great ftrefs upon its not being a motion for emo- 
lument or reward, but a motion for the obtainment of that 
reftoration to rank to which Captain Brodie, according to 
the honourable baronet’s arguments, was intitled. The ho- 
nourable gentleman alfo who fpoke lafl contended, that the 
Admiralty Board could not promote Captain Brodie on ac- 
count of the order which had been mentioned. This dif- 
ference erf opinion was a clear proof of the embarraffment 
in which the Houfe would always find itfelf involved, when- 
ever it departed from its peculiar province, and attempted 
to afiume the exercife of the executive power. He urged, 
the extraordinary conduft of contending at that day for 
. rewards for fervices performed at fo remote a period as the 
commencement of the preceding thirty years. 

Sir George Collier iiiftanced the cafe of Admiral Mat- 
** ** * thews, who had been put upon the fuperannuated lift, and 
was afterwards made a flag officer : he alfo mentioned the 
cafe of the late Sir Thomas Pye^ and reafoned upon it, to 
prove that Captain Brodie ought to be reftored to his rank. 

' ‘Mr. 
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Mr. Py€ rofe to ftate the particular faft with refpe6l to 
his late relation (Sir Thomas Pye) and faid, that it did not 
apply exactly as the honourable baronet had put it in ar- 
gument. 

Mr. Dcmpjicr argued in favour of Captain Brpdie, and Mr. 
faid, that the Houle need nqt be afraid of eQablilhing a pre- 
cedent which would produce future inconvenience, lince he 
believed it almolV impoffible to inftance fo ftrong a claim as 
that of Captain Brodie. 

Mr. Brett remarked, that the order alluded to fo fre- Mr. Krm: 
quently had not been* corredlly underftood; he then ex- 
plained the nature of it, to fliew that it did not operate 
^xadtly as gentleman had conceived. 

Commodore Bowycr having ohferved that he was not in Comm, 
the Houfe when tlie debate commenced, added, that although ^^wyer* 
he wilhed Captain Brodie as well as his own warm heart 
could delire, yet he muft ever Hand up a fupporter of the 
Board of Admiralty, unlefs proof were given of its having 
abufed its powers. Captain, Bow yer ftated inftances which 
fliewed the neceffity of the Board of Admiralty poflfffing a 
difcretional power to diftribute rank and promotion in the 
fervice : they might know an officer to be a (kulker, or a 
man who having gotten the command of a fliip, refigned it 
as foon as tlie Blip was ordered to fea, then obtained the 
command of a fecond, and did the fame; and repeated the 
fame conJuft again and again. In fuch cafes furely it 
would be admitted, that the Board of Admiralty ought to 
have a difcretional power to enable them to fet fuch officers 
afide. Various were the reafons, on the other hand, which 
miglit prevent an officer from being employed: he might 
have a quarrel with the firft Lord of the Admiralty ; he 
might have an eledlion intereft in a borough, and give it 
contrary to the willi of a minifter; he might be of a party, 
ajid a6t againft Government in the Houfe of Commons. 

Mr. Sheridan remarked, that from the explanation Mr. Sherb 
which Mr. Brett had given of the order in queftion, it 
was plain that Government had the power to reftore Captain 
Brodie to his rank, if they chofe to exercife iu Would the 
right honourable gentleman, therefore, permit it to be un- 
derftood, that Captain Brodie’s cafe fhould be taken into 
confideration by Government? If he would, he fhould ad- 
vife the honourable baronet either not to prefs his motion, 
or to alter it, fo as to remove aU poflible objeftion# 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt did not choofe to accede to the pro- 
pofition. 

Mr. contended, that the fecond paragraph of the Mr. Dun- 

addrefs pointed immediately to fpecific rank, and to nothing 

I ' clje. ’ 
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elfe* He afked how that could be reconciled to the argu^ 
ments of the right honourable gentleman Over againft him? 

!Sr Mat- Sir Matthew tVhite Ridley declared that he was fo far from 
wifliing to interfere with the executive Government, that 
^ With the leave of the Houfe he would withdraw his motion, 
and make another in ftill more general terms. He accord- 
ingly moved, 

That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty^ 
that His Majefty will be gracioully pleafed to take the 
meritorious fervices and fufferings of Captain David Bro- 
die into his royal conlideration ; "and that His Majefty 
will be pleafed to confer fome mark of Hi^ royal favour 
** on the faid Captain Brodie, as to His Majefty lhall feem 
proper.’^ 

Mr.'Chati^ Mr. Chancellor Phi ftill declared himfelf averfe from the 

<;cllorPitt. principle of the motion, let it aflume any ftiape it might; 

becaufe he confidered it as a palpable interference of the 
Houfe with the promotions of the navy, and that not even 
generally, but nioft exprefsly and fpecifically ; he fhould 
therefore perfift in his refolution of giving it his decided ne* 
gative. 

fir Mat* Sir Matthew White Ridley difclaimed any deft re to be par- 
ticular as to the manner in which Captain Brodie might be 
diftinguilhecl ; he was willing to leave it entirely tothege- 
nerofity of Minifters. 

I-ordHood. Lord Hood profefled himfelf a firm friend to executive, 
government, and declared that as often as an attempt fliould 
be made in that Houfe to interfere wdth it in theeflential of 
granting military or naval rank and promotion, he ever 
would ftand up and refift it. He added, that Captain Bro- 
die had been made a poft captain, when he loft his arm, and 
had fiiice received a penfion. He expatiated on thofe fadts 
as rewards for Captain Brodie’s meritorious fervices, ob- 
ferved that his application for employ had been made in 
writing a feW months only previous to the end of the war, 
though it was true that he ftated that he had often offered 
his fervices in perfon. 

Sir John John Jarvis that the worthy Admiral, he 

Jaivis. was fare, would not willingly mifreprefent a faft; but he 
had been miftaken, when he confidered Captain Brodie’s 
having been made poft, as a reward for all his meritorious 
fervices. Several of the moft diftinguiftied of the merito- 
rious fervices of Captain Brodie had been performed after he 
was a poft captain, and while he commanded the Stafford. 
He then took the Conqueftadore off the Havannah, and 
haved in fo gallant a manner, that a moft refpeflable officer, 
now at the head of his profeffion, had emphatically faid, that 
the oldeft officers in the fervice might be glad to give up 

the 
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the glory of all theadlions of their lives, to have behaved 
“ as Captain Brodie had done for the fingle day,” the hiftory 
of the proceedings on which Captain Brodie had ftated in 
evidence before the court martial, where the refpedable 
officer, above alluded to, fat as a member. 

Lord Hood anfwered, that he did not mean to (late. Lord Hood., 
that Captain Brodie’s having been made a poll captain was 
a reward for all his meritorious fervices, but merely to ftate 
the fingla fa6l, that he loB liis arm in a floop, and wa^ a 
mafter and commander at tlie time, but was thereupon made 
poft. 

The cjueftion being called for, the Iloufc divided. 

Ayes, 83. — Noes, 100. 

'ilie otlier order of tlie day being read, 

The Honfe refolved itfelf into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, to take into farther confidfration fo much of His 
Majeily’s mod gracious fpeech to both Houfes of Parliament, 
upon the 230! day of January laft, as relates to fiinplifyirg 
the public accounts in the various branches of the revenue. 

The Speaker left tlie Chair, and Mr, Steele toolf his feat 
at the table. 

Mr. Chancellor P/i/ obferved, that he lliould move the M . Cfn-i- 
refolutions which referred to that part of the treaty, called ^ 
the tariff, but that he took that opportunity to mention, 
that the refolutions refpedling fpirits, of his intention to 
move which on the morrow, he had given aiotice, would not 
be ready, for various rcafons which had occurred, and there- 
fore .he flioiild defer moving them till the enluing Monday, 
but that he fhould tl\is day move fomc of the refolutions 
refpefting other articles of excife. 

i'he refolutions being gone through and agreed to, the 
chairman was direiled to report progrefs, and alk leave to fit 
again. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt gave notice that it was his intention 
to move, on the next Monday, for a temporary redu6lion of 
the duties on Portugal wines to one third below thofe pto- 
pofed to be laid on French wines, agreeably to the treaty, in 
order to give full time to terminate the negociation now 
pending with Portugal. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

T*mjdayy March. 

Mr. Yorlie having prefented to the Houfe (according to j^r^Yorke 
order) a bill for the more eafy and fpeedy recovery of finall 
debts within the town of Cambridge and the hundreds of 
Chefterton, Flendifh, Staine, Northftow, South or Long- 
|low, Papworih^ Wetheiiey, Armingfofd> Triplow, Whit- 
VoL, XXIt • 3D tlesford, 
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tiesford, .Chilford, Staploe, Chevely, and Radfield, in the 
county of Cambridge; and the fame having been received, 
and read the firft time, 

The Speaker then put the queftion, that the fald bill be 
read a fecond time upon Thurfday fortnight, the aad day of 
this inftant March. 

Mr. Mortlock^ memberfor the city of Canibridge, oppofed 
the fecond reading at fo early a period. He thought that it 
would, for many reafons, be more eligible to defer the dif- 
cuffion of the bill, till after the quarter feffions in that city. 
He therefore moved that the feponcl reading fhould be defer- 
red until the a^tli of April. 

The honourable Mr. Torke^ member for the city, oppofed 

Mr. Yorkc. tlie amendment, and contended that there was no reafpn to 
jullify fuch a delay. 

A divifion took place, in which the riupibers were, 

For the original motion, j6— For the amendment, 25— 
Majority for the delay, g. 

Mr. Burke. Mr. Bi(rke^ on bringing up a petition from the operative 
weavers of Glafgow and its vicinity, obferved, that its con- 
tents referred. to a principle of policy which had been often 
agitated, but on which he would not how pretend to deter- 
mine. It had, during a confiderable length of time, been a 
queftion, whether Jn a manufa£Iure like that to which the 
petitioners belonged, it would be more preferable to look 
to pre-eminence and perfection, by making the apprentice- 
ftiip of unnfual duration, and the ^a^^tainment difficult, or 
by fhortening the one, and facilitating the other, to give 
cheapnefs and extenfion to the manufacture. On this fub- 
jeCt, however, as he did not wilhi at prefent to give an opi- 
nion, he would only move, that the petition fhould be re- 
ceived. 

It was accordingly brought up, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Dcmp- Mr. Dempjlcr laid, that on account of the thinnefs of the 
Houfe, he fhould defer his motion for leave tq bring in a bill 
tg repeal certain parts of the aCls of the 2^th and 26th of^ 
His prefent Majefty, fefpeCting the Judicature of ^Iqdia, 
until the enfuing Friday. 

The other order of the day being read. 

The Houfe refolved itfe|| into a Committee of the wholp 
Houfe, to take into farther confideration fo much of His 
Majefty’s mpft gracious fpeech to both Houfes of Parlia- 
ment, upon the 23d day of January laft, as relates to fim- 
plifying th^ public accounts in the various branches of the 
revenue; and 

. Mr. Stpele took his place at the table, 
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Mr. Chancellor Pitt propofed fome refolutiorts refpefiing Mr. 
the alteration of the duties on timber imported. The firft 
was, for the purpofe of raifing the duty oh battens hearer to 
that on deals, in proportion to their relative , value. The 
fecond was, to raife alfo the duty on fir timber imported^ 

There was on this fubjeft, he obferved, a difference of opi- 
nion, but which would be better difcuffed on a future op- 
portunity. It refpe6bed the importation of ftaves from 
Hamburgh, which interfered greatly with our imports front 
Canada. The merchants trading to the latter province, 
had accordingly folicrted a bounty for the protedlion of their 
trade; yet fome reafons, in his opinion, appeared againft 
this meafure, and he fliould rather prefer an additional duty 
on ftaves imported from other countries. 

Mr. Dempjicr oppofed this idea, on the ground tliat it Mr. bfcmp*’ 
would be extremely prejudicial to our Weft-India merchants, fier. 
whofe trade, opprefled as it was from other caufes, it fliould 
rather be the inclination of that Houfe to encourage. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that when the honourable Mr. Chati- 
gentleman confidered the duration of the puncheons fent to 
the Weft Indies, and the quantity of liquor which they 
contained, he would find that even if it fliould operate as a 
tax, its amount would be extremely trivial; and, at moft> 
not a fiirthing per gallon on the liquor imported. 

Mr. 5. Thornton hoped, that when the bills were brought Mt. s. 
in, the right honourable gentleman would take care to make ’ 

fucli a difference between the duties on deals and fir timber 
imported, as would leave a fufficient encouragement to the 
fawyers who were employed in cutting the latter. 

The refolutions were then read and agreed to ; after which 
the Houfe adjourned. 

IVednefdayy '^th Marchy 

Mr. Purh having begged leave to fix the attention of Mr. Burke, 
the Houfe upon their prefent fituation refpefting the profe- 
cution in which they were engaged, obferved, that in con- 
fequence of the rules preferibed many years fthcO by the 
Court of Direflors, the fetvants of the Company were 
obliged to fend home copies of all their various correfpon- 
dence, as well with each other as with the natives on the 
bufinefs of the Company, in order not only that the Direc- 
tors at home might be fully tbafters of all which paffed in 
India, affedling their interefts, but alfo that proofs of the 
condudl of their fervarits there might be lodged here at the 
India Houfe, as a body of evidence to coiivift them of in- 
confiftency, negligence, or difobedience, fliould their con- 
du(ft be inconfiftent, or negligent, "x>rdifobedient, as the cafe 

3D 31 .might 
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migTit happen* This was undoubtedly a neceflary and wife pre- 
caution, yet it was more or lefs ufetul as the rule was rigidly 
adhered to* In the cafe pf Mr* Mailings, the moft glaring 
inllaiices of difobedience of this rule had occiirred. When- 
ever the late Governor General thought proper, he muti- 
lated, garbled, or fup'prelled his correfpondence, and one of 
the great difficulties of carrying on the profecution againll 
that gentleman arofe from this circum fiance, a circumllance 
tnvolving in itfelf a charge of very confiderable weight and 
importance. Another difficulty originated from their igno- 
rance what papers to call tor. Mr. llurke inftancing the late 
cliarge, laid, that he had called for the f arruckahad papers, 
^nd he thought that all of them had been prefented, but a 
very refpectable member of that Houfe ^Mnjor Scott) had 
afterwards called for others in another manner, and had by 
thofe means furnillied tlie Houfe with the Pcrfian correl- 
pondence, whicli proved to he material. Mr. Burke ob- 
ierved, that tlie attorney of Mr. Mailings was the attorney 
of the Eall-India Company, in defence of whofe rights, and 
for the puniflnnent of whofe fervants that Honfe was now 
carrying on a profecution! He begged leave to point the 
manifeft advantage wdiich this circumliance gave Mr. Hai- 
tings over tlie Houfe, for while iliey were groping in the 
dark, and gueffing at what papers they ought to call for, 
Mr. Halllngs’s attorney, who had daily accefs to all the 
Company’s j)apers, might lay his hand on any of them, and' 
coine to the bar of the Houfe of Lords, and there produce 
fome paper or other, to overturturn the whole of the evi- 
dence which they had been able to come at, and affill Mr. 
HalHngs to laugli at the profecution. It appeared, tliat a 
correfpondence was kept back which would fhevv tlie remon- 
ilrances of the Nabob of Oude againll any of thefe meafures 
alledged to be taken at his exprefs fuggellion; and what was 
more, there was alfo a fuppreffion of the whole of the Per- 
fian correfpondence, which, with rerpe6l to this point, was 
undoul^tedly very material. As a proof of the very incor- 
rect and fufpicious manner in which thefe paper's were dif- 
pofedof^ Mr. Burke inftanced the circumftance of many of 
them being in the polTcffion of the Chief Jullice, Sir Elijah 
Impey, inllead of Mr. Middleton, tlie refulent, to wliofe 
department they moll properly belonged. The Houfe 
then \yould perceive the extreme inconvenience under which 
the gentlemen laboured wlio were engaged in the profecution* 
They were obli^d to grope their way and guefs at thefe 
papers, which might prove elucidatory of the fubjecS. Mr* 
Burke fubmitted thefe matter? to the confideration of the 
Houfe, and concluded with moving a firing of motions for 
papers, which were granted# 
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Mr. Chancellor Pitt defired to fuggeft it to the honour- Mr. Chan- 
able Baronet, who was to bring forward the charge on the 
fubjeft of contradls, as it was a charge of a very extenlive 
nature, to allow gentlemen a few days more to make them- 
felves mailers of it. He declared for one, that he had not 
had time to examine the fubje6l fully. 

Sir j^amcs Erjkine readily confented, and the order for this 
clay was difcharged, and a new order made for this day 
fti’nnight. 

On the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s moving that a bill 
be brought in purfuant to the refolutiohs relative to the 
French treaty and con foli dated duties, 

Sir Grey Cooper obferved, that in the debate on the addrefs Sir Grey 
to the Crown on the commercial treaty, he gave his opinion, 
which he was now more and more confirmed in, that the 
lirft, if not the foie objedl and purpofe of that addrefs, was 
to pledge and bind, by the force of tl^ words in which it 
was exprefled, that Houfe, to the entire approbation of the 
whole treaty, and to attempt to prevent and preclude any 
farther difcuffion of the principle on which it was founded, 
or any ulterior quellion on the detail of the tariff^ and the 
other articles, to which the King, by his prerogative alone, 
could not give validity and efFe6l; but whatever attempts 
might he made to bend the forms of parliamentary proceed- 
ings, to (erve the purpofes of a favourite nieafure, or a parti- 
cular occalion, or to furprife that Houfe into an approbation 
of a fudden projedl, he was perfuaded tliat no addrefs, con- 
trivance, or management, could prevail fo far as to alter the 
fettled rules and orders, which, by long and uniform prac- 
tice of Parliament, was in fuch cafes the law of the land, 
and which the Houfe was, in its legiflative capacity, bound 
to obferve, and to adhere to in all its proceedings, and par- 
ticularly in the pafGng of the bills. If this were fo, what- 
ever might be the view of thofe who propofed and fupported 
the addrefs, he contended, that it was ftill competent for 
every member, in every ftage of the proceeding, before the 
bill for carrying the treaty into execution, Ihould have 
paffed the Houfe, to Hate any doubts, or to offer any objec- 
tions which he might continue to have to the whole or any 
part of the treaty, or which he might have difcoveied fince 
the addrefs was voted. But another impediment w’as about 
to be thrown in the way of the free difcuffion of this great 
and moll important meafure. The refolutions which were 
voted in the Committee of the whole Houfe, appointed to 
confider of the treaty, had fince been referred to the Com- 
mittee for prepa^-ing the refolutions for the bafis of the bill, 
for fimplifying [and confolidating the duties of culloms and 
excife. He felt it impoffible to avoid condemning the 

noBixvre 
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ttC3euvre of endeavouring to fwalldw up the few refolutions 
refpeiling the commercial treaty, in the multiplied confide- 
ration of 3700 refolutions, which would be produced by the 
plan for confolidating the cuftoms* The former were as 
drops of water in the great ocean of the latter; and it might 
be laid of them, in the language of the poet, 

apparent rari nantes in gurgiie 

Notwithftaildiiig that, the right honourable gentleman 
had given them a feparate fchediile, as a fort of plank 
to float upon. This feparate fchedule inclined him to 
hope that the tariff duties would have been brought 
before the Houfe in a feparate bill ; but he was forry to find, 
by the motion of the right honourable gentleman, that this 
was not his intention. It feemed to him, that the continu- 
ing to keep the refolutions for carrying the French treaty in- 
to execution, blended, incorporated, and confounded in the 
fame bill, with the Taft multitude which formed the confo- 
lidatioii bill, was an unfair and unparliamentary reftraint on 
the freedom of voting. If it had not happened, by a fingu- 
lar and whimfical concurrence of circumftances, that in the 
fame feflion, and almoft at the fame time, when tliis great 
innovation in the commerce of the kingdom was propofed to 
Parliament, the bill, which had been long in contemplation, 
had not been brought forward for fimplifying the colleftion, 
and confolidating the duties of cuftoms, and as a bafis and 
ground work, for which it became neceflary to reconfider, 
recaft, and revote the whole mafs of duties, and to afeertain 
what integral fum fliould be demanded hereafter on each 
fpecific ar'ticle imported, exported, or carried coaftwife, if it 
had not been for this fortuitous circumftance, there muft 
neceffarily have been a feparate and diftindl; bill moved for 
rendering efFe6liial the tariff of the French treaty, and what- 
ever other articles wanted the aid of Parliament to give them 
energy and effeft* Advantage had been taken of this event 
(and, as it appeared to him, an unfiiir and unparliamentary 
advantage) to keep the treaty as much as polfible out of the 
fight and out of the mind of the Houfe. The fubjeft matter 
of opening a commercial intercourfe with France on certain 
reciprocal llipubtions, had no relation to, or connedtion 
with, the matter of the confolidating l)ill, except in one 
point, and in fo far as it refpedled the fettlemeiit of the du- 
ties, which every article of commerce was to pay in future. 
That being done and adjufted, the fubjedls were perfedlly 
different and unconnedled; what had the pcJicy or principle 
of a commercial treaty with France to do with a plan calcu- 
lated for the cafe of the merchants, in making their entries, 
and paying their duties ? He was aware that it had be^n hut 

too 
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too much pradlifed in that houfe, to put together, in the 
fame bill, propofitions and claufes which had no immediate 
relation to each other; he had always thought that bills, 
which were called hodge-podge bills, were contrary to the 
fpirit of parliamentary order, and ought to be avoided as 
much as pofllble. But in thofe cafes, the propofitions taken 
feparately were feldom liable to any objeftion in either 
Houfe ; yet, to do this in cafes where it was known that 
one of the component parts of the bill would be oppofed in 
the progrefs, and that many members in that Houfe as well 
as the other, might wifh to vote for the rejeflion of the 
French treaty, though not in any refpeft to oppofe, much 
lefs to rejeft the confolidation bill; it was in effe£l to pre- 
vent, as well that Houfe as the Houfe of Lords, from exer- 
cifing the privilege which they both had, as branches of the 
Legillature, to give their dillent to a»propofition, of which 
they difapproved, which they could not freely do, if they 
mu ft, by the fame vote, rejedl a meafure which they all 
confidered to be of the higheft public advantage. IJnderthe 
circumftances of the cafe, both Houfes of Parliament flood 
nearly in tlie fame predicament. That Houfe could not, it 
was admitted, alter or amend any part of the tariff, except 
for the purpofe of rejecSling the treaty, and therefore the re- 
ftraint even in the cafe of that bill, which was certainly a 
money bill, was equal in both Houfes, and all the objeftions 
to a talk applied in a great degree to the prefent mode of 
proceeding. Upon this ground, he thought himfelf jufti- 
fied in moving an amendment to the right honourable gen- 
tleman’s motion, by inferting after a bill,” the words or 
« bills.” 

Mr. Ko/c contended that it would be infinitely more con- Mr. Rofe, 
venient for the whole to go in one bill, than to divide the 
refolutions refpecfting the French treaty, and put them into 
diftindl bills* Gentlemen would recoiled!, that as the laws 
now flood, the duties on the import of French goods, &c. 
were confiderably higher than the duties on the import of the 
goods of other countries. Unlefs therefore the whole was 
put into one bill, there muft neceflarily be two new books of 
rates made out, and one printed to each bill, a circumflance 
which could not but be produdlive of the greatell inconve- 
nience to the merchants, and to every perfon concerned in 
importation. On the other hand, the uniting the two fub- 
jedis in one bill would not, as had been fuggefted, preclude 
the freedom of debate, fince every man would have full li- 
berty toobjedt, even by taking the fenfe of the Houfe, to any 
one refolution what foe ver. 

Mr. HuJJey obferving that there fliould be two bills, a^ded, Mr. Huf- 
that unlefs very folid. grounds of inconvenience to tlie mer^ fey. ‘ 

chants 
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chants could be ftated, he faw no reafon why the bills fliould 
not be as diftinft as the fubjeils were. The honourabb gen- 
tleman had faid, that if there were, then twd books of rates 
inuft be printed, and one annexed to each bill. JHe faw no 
gre;^t force in that objeflion. If the mere expence of print- 
ing was thought an objedlion, it ought not, in his mind, to be 
of much weight in matters of fuch infinite importance as 
both of the fubje6ts undoubtedly were. He had attended 
with the utmoft care to all which had been laid in both 
Houfes, in order to colledl the meaning of the whole of the 
treaty, which he confidered as involving the deareft interefts 
of the kingdom ; her trade, her commerce, and her coniti- 
tution ! As to the idea of gentlemens having a right to ob- 
je<Sl to any one refolution during the progrefs of the hill, and 
take the fenfe of the Houfe upon it, it appeared to him to be 
next to an impoflibility ; for who could attend a bill compre- 
j bending 3700 refolut ions through all its ftages? 

Mr. Sherf- Mr. Sheridan remarked, that there was no reafofi why 
^an. there Ihpuld not be two bills, but it was a mere pretence. 

The real 'caufe of blending the two fubjedils was in order to 
preclude obje6i:ions to the refolutions relative to the French 
treaty. With regard to the argument of difficulty and in^ 
convenience, which would arife, if there were two bills, he 
denied that it had been made out. The only argument ad- 
vanced had been, that, in fuch a cafe, there muft be two 
different books of rates. What difficulty would that occa- 
fion ? The book of rates was already made out, and confe- 
quently there would only be the trouble of making out a 
frefh copy. 

Mr, Mar- Mr. obferved that, having given his vote in fa- 
Jjn* vour of the treaty, he meant to fupport it, becaufe he really 
believed it likely to be attended with beneficial confequences; 
but he thought there was fo much weight in what had fallen 
from the honourable gentleman oppofite to him, that unlefs 
fome more fubftantial proof of the inconvenience which 
would arife from having two bills inflead of one could be 
given, he mull vote for the amendment. 

The queftion was put, that the word bill Hand part of the 
queftion, when the Houfe divided, Ayes, 137; Noes, 64. 
Mr. Fox, Mr. now rofe, and faid that he felt it highly requifite 
to foljcit the indulgent attention of the Houfe to fome re- 
marks which he mull beg leave to make concerning a recent 
occurrence, in which, at leall in his conception, were moft 
effentially involved the ellablilhed rights of Parliament, and 
the firll interefts of the nation. The matter to which he al- 
luded was the addrefs which that Houfe had thought proper 
to vpte on the commercial treaty. The time at which this 
jtddref$ was moved and paffed tended to fubyert the fotms of 

Par. 
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Parliament, and, in fubverting the forms of Parliament, it 
tended to deftroy the legiflative authority, the fpirit of the 
conftitution, and, confequently, the deareft privileges of 
the nation. On the prefervation of the forms of Parliament 
the fecurity of the laws depended. No part of the cot|i|^- 
tution was more jealoufly or tenacioully preferved than the 
forms by which all laws were enabled. If the forms were 
difpenfed with, the conifitution of the Legiflature muft be 
annihilated; and he thought that the forms were deflroyed, 
by the addrefs being pafled on a fubjedi: before that fubjedk 
was determined. For this addrefs, paffing after certain re- 
folutions had pafled, previous to the bill being brought in, 
the Houfe were precluded from exercifing their right of de- 
cifion on the fubjedi; the words of the addrefs containing 
not only an approbation, but a pledge, of ufing the earlielt 
and every poflible means of carrying the treaty into efFedf, 
he thought the intention was to preclude Parliament from 
theexercife of their opinions, with which they were invert:- 
ed by the conftitution and their conftituents. With* refpedt 
to the fyftem of this parliamentary form, as to its efficient po- 
litical principle, he fliould obferve, that the modes of paF 
fing bills, both in this and the other Houfe, w^ere certainly 
very deliberate. They might indeed, in the opinion of fome 
gentlemen, be confidered as tedious ; but thofe gentlemen 
who entertained fuch fentiments proved themfelves to be ex- 
ceedingly rafh and inexperienced. He did not mean to fay 
what were the forms of the Houfe; he had never ftudied 
them. He was therefore not fo well acquainted with them 
as with the forms of the Floufe of Commons. In the latter, 
the form of paffing^ bill of fuch importance as the prefent, 
there were feveral ftages. It was firft committed, which, 
was the firft ftage; it was then reported, this was the fe- 
cond ; the report was read a fecond time, which was the 
third ; leave was then allied to bring in a bill to carry there- 
folurions into effe£I, which was the fourth ; it was then 
brought in, which was the fifth ; it was afterwards read a 
firft, fecond, and third time, which made eight; and the 
paffing made nine ftages, in which a bill muft pafs before it 
left that Houfe. The reafon of thefe different ftages was in. 

6rder to give Parliament an opportunity of fo many diffe- 
rent times for confidering its tendency, before they finally 
gave their concurrence .to its paffing. It might pafs the 
Committee; report, firft, fecond, and third reading, and 
yet be rejefted, by Parliament difcovering fome improprie- 
ties which they hjad not before obferved. This law was 
therefore exceedingly wife; for nothing required more deli- 
beration than l^ws which fhould be enafted for the welfare, 
protedfion, and government of the people ; and therefore it 
Vou XXI. 3 E becamt 
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became tlie conftitutional guardians, the reprefentatives, to* 
be exceedingly cautious of any meafure being adopted which 
might tend to preclude them from the free and unlimited ex- 
ercile of their judgements, on every fubje6t in which the in- 
tei^s pf the country were eflentially dependent* It was 
w* this view that he meant to fuhinit to them, before he 
fat down, his motion ; for he was clearly of opinion, that 
the addrefs which the Houfe had lately voted to His Majefty 
was an infringement of the free, unbiiilTed, and unreftrained 
exercife of judgement. After the hufinefs had been only four 
or five days before Parliament, and in the fecond ftage of the 
matter, the Houfe had abfolutely come to a vote which pre- 
cluded them ,from giving any opinion in the fubfequeiit 
ftages through which the treaty was to pafs ; and thus, what- 
ever their fen timents were, or might be, they could not prove 
availing. Having pledged themlelves to His Majefly to take 
all early and pollible means of carrying the faid treaty into 
effect, they were reduced to two very unpleafant predica- 
ments. The one was either to let the treaty pafs, however 
repugnant its principles might appear to their fentiments^ 
from being inimical to the interefts of the country, or they 
mull jubje6l themfelves to having given a faithleis promile 
to Majefly. I'his was of all fituations the mod to be avoid- 
ed. It was derogatory to that facred faith which fhould be 
preferved, and that refpedl which they fhould entertain in all 
concerns of either addrelTes or promifes to the Sovereign. 
As to the plea that no neceflity cxilled for adhering to the 
forms of thofe many flages of parliamentary procedure in 
the prefent tranfa^Slion, he could not fee any principle in the 
coipmercial treaty which could authorile Parliament to let 
It pals with lefs inquiry and circumfpeftion tlian even tha 
moil ordinary concerns. On the contrary, it was a fubjecSl, 
winch, of all others, required the moil mature and deliberate 
invedigatioii. The commerce, navy, and conflitution of 
the country, depended on its tendency. IJefides, as it was 
a commercial (juellion, fo did it become fuch a fubje£l that 
the Parliament had thought it expedient even to add two 
more flages to the inveftigation than what were adopted on 
ordinary concerns. The Committee and the Report were 
added j)y a refQlution of Parliament in the year 1772, Thus, 
not only the invariable cuftom of ancient times evinced the 
neceflity of giving every pofiible opportunity for tlie Houfe 
to confider moft maturely its tendency in its different flages 
of parliamentary progrefs; but even the opinion of modern 
times had been, that it was neceffary to increafe the flages 
of inquiry on a fubjedl of fuch imminent importance. As 
to Ifimfelf, he bad been cenfured for recurring feveral times 
to one fubjedl. But however, this was a f|5Scies of ctnfure 

'Which 
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which he flioulcl treat with contempt. Had he metitioneU or 
adverted to any matter twenty or thirty times, if he thought 
it neceffary to repeat the fame again, in its relation to arty 
fubjedl he had to confider, he ftiould always take the liberty 
of ufing his own difcretion. This was the cafe in the pre- 
fent inllance. He had, during the progrefs of this bufirlfefs, 
frequently mentioned the treaty of Utrecht. He ihould 
now beg leave to mention that fubjedl again, as it tended to 
illuftrate what he liad to propofe to the Houle. Had Mi- 
niftry voted an addrefs* to Her Majefty Queen Anne, and in 
it caufed Parliament to pledge themfelves to carry the faid 
treaty into eiFedt at the time of its parliamentary progrefj, 
as they had on the prefent occafion, the confequence muft 
have been the commercial part of the treaty palling into a 
law ; for it was only by not doing it that this evil had been 
avoided. During tlie lirft ftages of that treaty’s coiifidera- 
tion in Parliament, there was no material oppofition. On 
the contrary, it palfed through the Committee; and the Re- ^ 
port was paffed likewife, with very confuierable majorities. 

But, ill the fubfequent ftages, information was thdi obtain- 
ed, obje6lions were made, and the majority of Parliament 
very wifely reje6ted it, as a meafure that threatened the 
whole commercial and conflitutional inteieft of the country 
with a total and immediate annihilation. Happy therefore 
it was, that the Miniftry of that day did not bring a mo- 
tion for* an addrefs to Majefly before Parliament, when the 
majorities of the Houfe were fo much in favour of the 
treaty. If they had, the addrefs Wj^uld certainly have 
paffed, and the country would have been ruined. To this 
he attributed all the fubfequent profperiry and glory we had 
acquired and enjoyed. Even that great Queen owed to the 
rtjeeSlion of the commercial part of the treaty her higheft 
honours, if not her regal dignities. This he adduced to 
prove the neceffity of not precluding Parliament from exer- 
cifing their judgements in the remaining progrefs of the trea- 
ty through the Houfe. Mr. Fox now adverted to the man- 
ner in which the bill for carrying the treaty into€:fe<5f had 
been connedfed as one with that for the confolidation of the 
cuftoms. This, he obferved, had Hkewife a great relation to 
the fubjeft on which he had been troubling the Houfe. By 
this vote of addrefs, the Lords in the other Houfe would not 
have an opportunity of exercifing their judgements in tlie 
paffing of the bill to which he alluded. Befides, as it was 
connected with the confolidation of the cuftoms, they were 
even precluded, by this means, of exercifing the only right 
they had — witii refpedt to a money bill — of adopting or re- 
jedling it. If they were difpofed to rejedl the confolidation 
bill.* they <;ould not, as it was conceded with a fubjedl they 

3 E a had 



396 PARLIAMENTARY A- 17 87* 

had pledged themfelves to carry into efFeft. And if they 
were difpofed to alter any parts of the commercial treaty, 
with regard to any matter in their power, they could not, as 
it formed part of a money bill; and thus was the exercife of 
their Lorcllhips’ rights fettered by the addrefs, and by uniting 
thffe two fuhjedls. This was equally an argument in fa- 
vour of his own motion, and for th'it moved by the honour- 
able Baronet, (Sir Grey Cooper) but which the Houfe had 
thought proper to rejed. He could not fee the leaft difficul- 
ty in moving feparately for the redu6tion of the duties, and 
dellroying the prohibitions. They amounted to about four- 
teen ; they therefore could not be a fubjedt of fuch an im- 
plicated nature, as to render it unfit for invefligation, fiom 
the perplexity and emharralTment which would attend it. 
Tliis addrefs would entirely prevent the Houfe from adopt- 
ing any lyftem that might hereafter be (ettlecl with refpedl to 
Portugal, if fuch fyftem departed or deviated from that efta- 
hlifhed in this treaty with France. We had therefore not 
only deprived ourfelves of the privilege of exercifiiig our opi- 
nions avd difcretion, with regard to the treaty itfelf — but we 
had likewife deprived ourfelves of exercifing any opinion or 
decificn on pending treaties with foreign powers, if they 
did not happen perfedlly to, coincide with this negociated 
wiih France. Mr. Fox now made fome ohfervations on the 
manner in which the Court of France had depended on the 
ratificatioii of this treaty. They had ftated in th^ conven- 
tion — as foon as it Iiad received the landlion of the law. But 
to receive this fanflion of the law, it muft be fuhmitted to 
all thofe forms and inveftigations which conftituted our laws. 
And as the addrefs prevented this poffibility, the treaty 
could not be faid to have the fandlion of the law. How 
then could the French Court expcci it to be ratified? He 
confequently thought that the addrefs had ahfolutely deftroy- 
ed the legal poilibility of the treaty being fo carried into 
effccl as to admit of a ratification. To have the fandlion of 
our laws, as he before obferved, it was necelTary that it 
fliould pafs every form of Parliament. But if that Houfe 
were precluded from giving their opinions, whattwer forms 
or ftages it might pafs through, they could he of no efFedt 
with regard to legal efficiency. In this point of view, he 
thought the addrefs abfolutely deftrudlive of the intention 
for which it was profeffedly brought; for that of carrying 
the fubjedl: into as immediate efFedl as poffible. For no- 
thing could poffibly have the efficiency of law that was not 
properly ^ifubmitted to thofe forms which the conftitution 
preferibes for the making fuch laws. 

Mr. Fo:t, next adverted to the nature of addrefling His 
Majefty. ‘ There were two inodes in which addrefles were 

neceffary 
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neceflary and ferviceable. Thefe were with regard to nego- 
ciation and the profecution of wan In both thefe inftances, 
addreffes ftrengthened the effort of Government. But then, 
they contained no particular pledges. They contained, in, 
general terms, an offer of thsir lives and properties in fupport 
of the ineafures then profecuting. But how did fuch ad- 
drefles differ from the prefent? Inftead of containing a ge- 
neral difpolition or approbation of a treaty being formed 
with France, it contained a fpecific affnrance that the parti- 
culars of the treaty flioold be carried into What was 

this but interfering in the moft unconftitutional manner with 
the rights of the Legiflature? What had the Houfe done in 
agreeing to fuch an addrefs? They had even given a facred 
promife to Majefty which it was not in their power to give. 
No opinion, at leaft no affurance could be given, that any 
fubjedt fhould be carried into effedf while it was depending 
in Parliament, For there was no ftage of any bill paffing 
through that Houfe, in which Parliament could affure any 
one it flioLild pafs, until the laft ftage. Then a decided af- 
furance might be given, and not before. • 

Thus (as he before ftated) had Parliament, by thisaddrefs, 
given His Majefty an affurance, which they could not give, 
confifteiuly with the principles of law, legiflation, and the 
conftitution. They were like wife fo ftated, that all future 
proceedings in this bufinefs would be nugatory. They had 
difpenfed with their own privileges; and however inimical 
they might find, on more mature confideration, and more 
complete information than they had before been able to ob- 
tain, the tendency of it to injure the profperity of the com- 
merce, the exiftence of the navigation, and the prefervation 
of the conftitution — yet they muft carry the treaty into ef- 
fedl. They had pledged themfelves to their Sovereign — and 
if they did not mean at firft to have couched a faithlefs pro- 
mife under a folemn affurance to His Majefty, they could 
not recede from their vote. This was the predicament to 
which they were reduced by tliis premature proceeding. And 
in what manner to refcue themfelves from either of thefe al- 
ternatives he knew not, except by a folemn proteft on adopt- 
ing the motion he had to offer to their confideration. It was 
true, that by a proteft, they did not mean to bind themfelves 
from the power of exercifing their judgements and their de- 
cifions on the remaining ftages of the bufinefs, and therefore, 
he thought Parliament might reinftate itfelf to the free ex- 
ercife of its privileges. As to the motion which he had to 
make, whatever might be its fiite, whether reje6Ied or re- 
ceived, it would have this effe6i — it would Ihew to the 
country, that they did not all confider themfelves pledged to 
confent to the treaty, without having thofe conftitutional op- 
portunities 
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portunities which were their right of difleiiting from or ap- 
proving of the meafure, as they might think moft proper, 
during every ftage of parliamentary difcuflion to which it 
fhould be fubmitted. If it were adopted, then Parliament 
would have an opportunity of availing themfelves of all the 
information they could obtain, and fuch an important fubjeft 
required, before they gave it their final confent. Eut Ihould 
it be rejedled, the good purpofe would be obtained. Mr, Fox, 
now urged the necelTity of adopting the motion. It was only 
by it that Parliament could referve to themfelves the right of 
determining on this treaty agreeable to its real merits. He 
now moved, that .it is neceffary to declare, that no addrefs 
from this Houfe to the Throne can, in any degree, bind or 
pledge this Houfe, in its legillative capacity, or bar the fub- 
jedls’ right of petitioning this Houfe, upon any bill depend- 
ing in Parliament, although fuch bill be founded upon, and 
conformable to fuch an addrefs, previoufly agreed to by the 
Houfe. 

Mr. IS^r. 0/hancellor JPitt find, that be bad waited with anxiety 

ecUor Pitt, for the. arrival of the day on which the right honourable gen- 
tleman would make his promifed motion, having no Imall 
curiofity to learn by what fort of arguments the right ho- 
nourable gentleman would fupport it. He had liftened with 
the utmoft attention, and would venture to declare that there 
had not been the fmallefi occafion for the wonderful difplay 
of the eloquence and abilities of the right lionourable gentle- 
man to prove one part of his argument, and that even the 
' eloquence of an angel could mot have fuccefsfully maintained 
the other. The right honourable gentleman had exerted all 
his talents to labour two feparate points. One a mere child 
would have been able to argue, becaufe it was on the face of 
it a felf-evident truifm, and what no perfon either had, or 
would deny : It was that the Houfe could not fo far commit 
itfelf as to deprive itfelf of the free exercife of its deliberative 
powers, to incapacitate the Speaker from putting a queliion 
on a hill, yet to be brought in, on any one ftage of it, or im- 
pede and embarrafs the full and free difcuflion of the principle 
of the bill, or prevent, if iieceATary, its final rejeftion. The 
other point was impracticable, even by his eloquence, be- 
caufe no mortal eloquence could attain it. It was to pcrftiade 
the Houfe that by their late addrefs to His Majefty, it had 
itfelf refigned its rights, that it had itfelf furrendered its func- 
tions, that it bad itfelf abandoned its deliberative powers, 
and given up all claim to the free exercife of them, and that, 
in fine, it had itfelf violated the conftitution ! On the firft of 
thefe points he would not take up the time of the Houfe in 
making any obfervations. He allowed it to the right ho- 
nourable gentleman in its fuUeft extent, and let him fee what 

deduc- 



A. 1787. D E B A ‘T E S.- „ 

dedudlionshe could make from it. To the fecond, he muft 
obferve, that he did not for one, conceive himfelf committed 
by the addrefs, nor "did (he was fatisfied) thofe gentlemea 
who gave Government the honour of their fupport, feel 
themlelves fo far pledged, but that it the general opinion were 
totally adverfe to the treaty, if any nev^^ information arofe or 
any new argument of weight on the old information, they 
might alter their decifion — all the addrefs went to fay was, 
that tile Houfe had taken the treaty into their moft ferious 
confideration, and that (b far they approved of it — not how- 
ever, by any means furrendering or foregoing their right of 
future difcuflion, or even rejedtion on the#firft reading, on 
the fecond reading, on the commitment, on the reporting or 
engrofTing, on the third reading, or finally, on the queftion, 
‘‘ that this bill do pafs;” and in this conftruclion of the ad- 
drefs he felt himfelf fupported by a large and refpedlable ma- 
jority of the Houfe. The right honourable gentleman had 
argued, that in addition to the ordinary forms of a bill, every 
adt relative to matters of commerce, muft go through a Com- 
mittee of the whole Houfe, and be reported from thal^Com- 
inittee. He had aflerted that the bill was already pledged for, 
and the Houfe committed in, the firft, fecond, or third ftage 
— As to the Committee of the Houfe, he had already ftated 
his fentiments; and as to the number of ftages, fo vvifelypro- 
videdby our anceftors, the Houfe would obferve, fo far from 
retrenching, he had, in fadl, added two new and additional 
ftages ; and thefe were the addrefs and the report of that ad- 
drefs; fo that, inftead of weakening the conftitutipnal right 
of that Houfe to full, frequent, and deliberative difcuflion, he 
had, in to the utmoft of his power, ftrengthened and 
maintained it. Thefe were the two great points that com- 
prehended the whole of the right honourable gentleman's 
f peech, as far as it immediarelv related to thequellion before 
them ; and he owned that he Ihould be tempted to flop there, 
were it not that the right honourable gentleman had touched 
upon ibme other matters, uppn which he would detain the 
Houfe but a very few moments with a word or two, by way 
of obfervation. The right honourable gentleman had, by a 
ftrange fatality, a fatality which, could he fuppofe him ca- 
pable of fuch weaknefs, he would almoft call a fuperftition, 
referred conftantly to the treaty of Utrecht, and feemed to 
imagine that as that treaty was, like the prefent, at firft re- 
ceived favourably in the Houfe, fo might the prefent, in the 
end like tliat treaty, be demoliflied. He would juft beg leave 
to ftate the hiftory of that treaty. It was not announced to 
that Houfe, or to the nation, until the 9th of May 1713—011 
the I4ih, the firft reading of the bill, it was carried through 
the Houfe by a large majority ; but, the outcry of the nation 
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becoming more and more firong againft it, on the 19th of 
June following it was finally loft on the report. Did the con- 
du£l of the prefent Miniflers bear any analogy to this? — In 
Oftoher laft, the commercial treaty with France was before 
the Public; from that time to this it had been before the Pub- 
lic, open and liable to difcuffion and objedlion. The inge- 
nuity of the light honourable gentleman, and the induftry of 
the relpedlable gentlemen who fur rounded him, had been exr- 
erted to prejudice the minds of the people, and conjure up 
obje£lions againft the treaty in vain.'* No objedliohs had ap- 
peared during the courfe of five months — it was now March 
— did that look like a dread in Minifters that the treaty 
would not bear inlpe6lion, or, did it refemble a willi to take 
the Hoiife hy furprife, and draw it into a premature pledge to 
the future bill, before they had time to examine its contents ? 
The right honourable gentleman, had faid, that the Houfe, by 
pledging itfclf to the addrefs, had pledged itfelf to pafs certain 
future fpecific bills ; and that His Majefty, in his anfwer, 
would probably exprefs his approbation of their intention, and 
that ftvph a circumftance would be a direft infringement of 
the principles of our conftitution, in that tlie executive power 
thus interfered, and took cognizance of, and influenced the 
difcuflion of the Houi’e — to that alfertion he nnift give an ab- 
folute denial. What did the addrefs fay ? It told His Majefty, 
that the Houfe had received the treaty, which he had ordered 
to be laid before them ; that they bad examined, and, as far as 
they at prefent could judge, approved it, and were dlfpofed to 
carry it into effedt by certain laws. His Majefty might, in 
his anfwer, fay he w^as glad to find they approved it: What 
did that tell tlie Houle ? It conveyed His Majefty’s approba- 
tion of— what? The very treaty which he bad made liimfelf, 
and recommended to their notice in his fpeech from the 
I'hrone at the beginning of the feflion. The right honourable 
gentleman might as well allert His Majefty’s fpeech on 
opening the reifion to be a violation of the fpirit of the con- 
flitution as much as the anfwer to the addrefs; for one was 
as much a mode of influencing the proceedings of the Houfe 
and controlling the freedom of debate as the other. The 
right honourable gentleman had, with as much warmth as if 
it were intro(lu 61 ory of an impeachment, challenged any man 
to produce an inllanceof fuch an interpofition ot the Crown. 
What would the right honourable gentleman fay, if inftances 
were produced, and that'too in an aera which even he would 
admit to be the bell of all poflible times, as thefe were, in bis 
opinion, the worfl ? Every man formed his own judgement 
as to which were the beft and which the worfl: of times ; and 
the expreflion of the worft of times might to him appear 
ther too fevere, were it not that the words admitted of feme 
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latitude of interpretation; and it was to be remembered, tliaf 
the worft of times in the right honourable gentleman’s inter- 
pretation meant thofe times in which he was under the morti- 
fying neceffity of dividing with a minority. The precedents 
he meant to allude to, however, were in the beft of times; 
upon recolleftion, he ought to beg pardon-^not the bell of all 
poflible tiiiKS, but the bell except one of all poflible times 
at the period when the right honourable gentleman was Secre- 
tary of State for the firft time, before he had extended his bafe 
and formed thofe connexions which introduced the fecond 
aufpicious aera. It appefared on the Journals of the Houfe, 
thaf, in ti)® year 1782, in confequence of a meflage from His 
Majelly by Mr. Secretary Fox, the Houfe palled two refolu- 
tions, and addreffed the King relative to the jealoufy that fub- 
lifted between this and the After kingdom, which refolutions 
and addrefs contained a promife of the repeal of the 6th of 
George the firll ; and on thofe refolutions, and that addrefs, 
and antecedent to the repeal of the pofitive llatute, there had 
been a miniller found hardy enough not only to advife His 
Majefty to tcllify his approbation of the intention of thei 
Houfe, fjgnified in the faid relblutions, but which w^re not 
communicated to the Throne, but abfolutely, officially to 
communicate fuch intention through the channel of the Lord 
Lieutenant to the Parliament of Ireland, which in their ad-» 
drefs in return, as appeared on their Journals, recognized and 
.''dmitted fuch a declaration. Here was a clear, direX and 
manifeX interpofition of the Crown, telHfying’under the auf- 
pices and by the advice of the right honourable gentleman to 
another legillaturc, the indention of the legiflature of this 
country ; and this at a time when they had not teftified it 
tliemfelves. After this, what became of the apprehenfion of 
the right honourable gentleman for the conllitution of the 
country, and the privileges of this Houfe? Upon the whole, 
what did the arguments go to prove? The right honourable 
gentleman had told the individual members of the Houfe, 
that it was committed and concluded by their addrefs, and 
therefore, he moved a refolution, llatihg, that the Houfe 
colIeXively was not conimitted and concluded; but as a great 
and a very refpeXable majority, among which, he (Mr. Pitt) 
had the honour to be one, did not feel themfelves tied down 
in the manner deferibed Jhy the honourable gentleman, and 
therefore could not admit the neceffity of the motion; he 
would move, in order to negative the whole, to prefix the 
following words by way of amendment, viz. That it is 

now neceffary to declare, &c. 

Mr. Bajiard obferved that the refolutions of 1782 were Mr. Baftarl 
merely refolutions of their own, uncommunicated by them 
to the Sovereign, and liable to be refeinded by fubfequent re- 
VoL. XXL 3F Iblutions, 
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folutions, and that the precedents from the journals of the 
Irifli Parliament could not be confuJered as precedents for the 
guide and di reft ion of that Houfe. ,He ftated feveral argu- 
ments in fupport of tlie propriety of his opinion, and declared 
that he had voted for the commercial treaty, but as foon "as he 
had heard the addrefs moved, he confidered it as pledging the 
Houfe moft unconftitutionally, and he vpted agarnft it. 

Wr. FOX. Mr, Fox faid, that he thanked the right honourable gentle- 
^ man for having put him in mind of the Irifh propolitions* 

which he had accidentally pafled over before. The addrefs, 
in that cafe, he contended was in no fort fimilar to the addrefs 
lately voted. In the cafe of the Irifh propofitions, the Par- 
liament of England and Ireland were in the fituation of ne- 
gociators, and the Crown was a fort of mediator between 
both. He hoped not to be deemed pedantic, wlien he ufed 
diplomatic allufions, but as they would hefl: exiirefs his 
meaning, be would for once adopt tliern. He conceived the 
original Irifli propofitions to he a projeft for a treaty on 
the part of Ireland, and thofe rcfolutions fent over by the 
Parliament of Great Britain might be deemed a counter-pro- 
jeft fev: a treaty, the Crown being the medium of communi- 
cation. .The addrefs therefore, had neceflarily, in that cafe, 
been extremely diflerent from the late addrefs. Indeed fo dif- 
ferent as not to be in any fort capable of being drawn into 
comparifon with if. That addrefs could go to nothing, fince 
the Britifli Parliament could not ftir a iiep farther till they 
heard more from Ireland. . Having explained the irrelevancy 
of the cafe of the addrefs to the Crown upon the Irifli propo- 
rtions, Mr. Fox faUl, that he would hafleii on to the other 
Iriili precedent, tliat of 1782, relative to the repeal of tho 
fixth of George the Firll; and here he could not help re- 
marking, that, for the fake of enjoying the triumph of fome 
plealantry at his expence, which, no doubt, the riglit honour- 
able gentleman tliought too good to lofe an opportunity of ex- 
hibiting, the right honourable gentleman had fixed an ex- 
prcllion upon him which he had not ufed, by faying, that 
tlud'e were the worfl of times. But, the right honourable 
gentleman by fuch means was enabled to purfue his play 
upon words, and to talk of precedents in the beft of times, 
and the next beft dt times but one; an expreflion he had like- 
wile never ufed. [ The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid 
acrofs the table, that was my miftake, and I ftated it to be fo J 
Mr, Fox faid, Oh, then, the right honourable gentleman 
made a miftake on purpofe to fix another pleafaiitry upon me. 
It matters not, let us proceed to the precedent. The refolu- 
tions of 1782 were never carried by an addrefs to the Crown, 
but were merely refolutions of their own, which made a very 
clleutial difference in the nature of the two cafes. Indeed, to 

give 
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give the eafs of 1782 the fmalleft appearance of being a rafe , 
in point, the right honourable gentleman had found it neceffaiy 
to abandon the Journals of the Englifh Houfe of Comnrtons, 
and have recourfe to the Journals of the Irifli Houfe of Com- 
mons. Here he begged leave to objeifl to that mode of ob- 
taining precedents of what was to pafs or Iiad paffed in the 
Houfe, and he did fo rather for the fake of the Chair, bec<HiIe 
the Speaker had enough on his flioulders already, without be- 
ing obliged to load himfelf with all the precedents that the 
Journals ot the Irifli Houfe of Commons would furnifh. But^ 
to return to the point, the right honouiable gentleman had 
rlwelt a good deal on the irregularity of a- noble Duke (of 
Portland’s) mode of treating for a new conflitution, atid con-, 
tended that wliat might be highly unwarrantable and unjuf- 
tifiahle in a minifler under other circumftanccs, and when the 
conflitution of Ireland was fettled, was of a different com- 
ple£lion as matters then flood. The jight honourable gentle- 
man had pointed this part of his argument perfonally at him, 
forgetting in the firfl: place that he had not, at any time, been 
very much in the habit of finding fault with that Adipiniftra- 
tion, and that a noble Marquis (for whom the right honourable 
gentleman ufed to profefs flrong fentiments of refped and re- 
gard, however altered thofe fentiments might now be,) had 
an equal fliare in the meafure with himfelf. He had no ob- 
je 61 )on, however, to take the whole of the refponfihility up- 
on himfelf, and if the whole tranfaSion had been to do over 
again, and he were afked if he would a< 5 f the fame part and in- 
llruft the Lord Lieutenant in the fame manner, he would an- 
fwer, he certainly would, under the fame circumftances ; for, 
he confidered Ireland as then making out her declaration of 
rights, which was to form the balls of the new conflitution 
Bie was treating for. He inllanced as a parallel cafe, the con- 
duft of the convention of Parliament, while they were hold- 
ing out their declaration of nght as the terms of their treaty 
with the future Sovereigns, William and Mary. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared, that he was glad to hear Mr. Clian- 
that the right honourable gentleman was, at lalf, willing to cdlorPitt. 
ftate the Irifli propofitions, and the Britifli refolutions upon 
them, as a proje6l: for a treaty and a counter projedl: with 
that defeription of the bufinefs he was perfectly contented, 
and hoped tlie right honourable gentleman would remember, 
that he was himfelf the author of that charadter of the bu- 
finef^ He infifted upon it, that the cafe of 1782 was in 
point, and declared that the right honourable gentleman 
had been fo far from defending his own argument, that he 
had even been glad to defend a noble Marquis whom, on 
mofl occafions, he had been eager to ahufe and to attack, . 
lather than flick to his own defence. With regard to that 
3F '2 *noble 
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noble Marquis he declared he ftiould ever be proud to fay, 
that in many parts of his condu6l he thought no charadleir 
more entitled to his refpeft and his efteem ; and that in one 
great and fignal inftance he was entitled to the thanks of 
the Houfe of Commons and the gratitude of his country ; 
after this tribute of praife to Lord Lanfdowne, Mr. Pitt 
entered into an animadverfion of the precedent of 1782, 
declaring his opinion of it to be, that it was extremely ir- 
regular at the lenft, and a more violent deviation from the 
iForms of Parliament than the addfefs lately voted, which 
was fupported by precedent, which did not pledge the Houfe 
in any the fmallefc degree, but, on the contrary, did no 
more than affiire His Majefty, how far they had proceeded 
in compliance with his royal lecommendation from the 
throne: he ilated the hiftory of tlie precedent of 1782, and 
denied that the parallel between the condudl; of the Con- 
vention Parliament and the condudl: of the Piirliament of 
Ireland were fimilar or analogous, obferving, tliat li.claiul 
had, in 1782, a complete Jegiflature of Kingi I^ords, and 
Commo.is, and might juft as w^ell have done by bill, regu- 
larly and formally, what it did by refolution and addrefs. 
He niuft remind the right honourable gentleman, that at 
that time he and the noble Marquis had, as it were, run a 
race with ench other, who ftiould he the firft to get the 
refolutions pafied in both iloufes, and communicate them 
to the Parliament of Ireland. 

Mr. Sheridan begged leave to call up to the recolledlion of 
the right hoiiourable gentleman (the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer) that he liad on a former occafioil charged him 
(Mr. Pitt) with having not only brought in a bill dilFering 
in the viral part of tlie fyftem, in the /permanency of it, 
from tlie relolutions grounded on the Iriih propofitiojis, but 
had aflei ted, that tb.e Secretary in Ireland - had alfo brought 
in a bill tliere, dilFering as much from the Engjifti bill; 
and that the Chancellor of the Exchequer of Ireland had 
Jaid great ftrefs in his argument on the circumftance that 
the Irifti Bill did fo eflentially differ from the bill fent over 
from England. The right honourable gentleman had for- 
merly faid, he no longer fliould confider himfelf as ufeful 
to his country, if he could not carry the meafure refpedling 
Ireland through. Mr. Slieridan ridiculed fome words which, 
he declared, he had taken down, as the reafon afiigned by 
the right honourable gentleman in ’ juftification of the ad- 
^refs, viz. that fuch a vifionary and c^bominable ftyle of ar- 
gument had been taken by oppofttioh againft the commer- 
cial treaty, that it became neceffary, as foon as poflible> 
to carry the refolutions up to the Tthrone with an addrefs, 
order 


to convince the People that Parliament was not 
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fwayed by fuch fort of argument* The confulerable majo- 
rity the treaty had been carried by, might (Mr, Sheridan 
faid) fufficiently have operated to Ihew, that however for- 
cible the arguments of his right honourable friend had in- 
trinlically been, they had not been allowed to have much 
weight within thofe walls : fince however lb new a reafoii 
to jullify an addrefs had been ftated, he v/ould advife tlie; 
right honourable gentleman, another time, not to reft the 
jultihcation of his addrefs upon a cafual intimation in thefc 
courfe of his fpeech, but to confefs the fa£l:, and to declare 
it in exprefs words in the preamble of the addrefs itlblf. 
He fhould not therefore wonder to fee very Ihortly an ad- 
drels beginning thus ; Whereas the right lionourahle 
Charles James L'ox has ufed certain abominable arguments 
of a nature tending to convince the Public of the fallacy 
of the mcafures now purfuing,” &c. &c. &c. Mr. Sheri- 
dan now begged leave to notice what the right honourable 
gentleman had faid of minorities, and declared that the right 
lionourai)le gentleman had been in the only fituatipn in a 
minority, tliat could make a man’s voting in a minority 
conVemptihle, viz. the holding his office as Chancellor of 
tlie Excheqi.er, and nev^erthelefs voting in a minority : fuch 
a fituation was not only contemptible, but iinconllitutional ; 
beiides it prove^ that, great even, as his refpeft for majori- 
ties, and arcle/it as liis love of them was, his love of office 
was greater, hnce the fabl eflabliflied, beyond all poflibility 
of coiitradiition, that poffieffion of office was his firft of all 
ohjecSls, Mr. Sheridan at length leturned to the immediate 
queftion, which he particularly prelied upon the Houfe, in- 
llancing the general mode of proceeding all througli the 
bufinefs, and in particular the blending the two fubjebls, the 
refolutions refpc£l:ing the French treaty and the refolutions 
relative to th^: coifrolidation of duties, in one bill, as un- 
anfwerable proofs that it was right to come to fome general 
refolution in order to guard the conftitution againft dange- 
rous and (as his right honourable friend had alTcrted) unne- 
ceflary innovation ; for the addrefs could not forward the 
carrying the treaty into effe61 a lingle day, becaufe it could 
neither open our ports to French (liips, lower the duties, 
or in any degree whatfoever fmooth the vvay to the opening 
of a commercial intercourfe : fuch a refolution could not, 
in the firft inftance, he denied to be true, and if that were 
univeiTally admitted, could any one time be affigned as a 
more fit moment for putting it upon their Journals, than 
that moment immediately after their having voted an uii- 
conftitutional addrefs to the Crown, and after the contra- 
diftory condu6l of the right honourable gentleman, who 
had, m the early progrefs of the bufinefs^ argued as if it 
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were right to pledge the Houfe, and had afked wliat reafon 
could be afligned, why it fhoiild not be pledged after having 
fo far confidered the refolutioiis, and approved of them ? 
But finding that fuch do<£irines (hackled his favourite ma- 
jority, and that it was likely to dimini/li, he had in a late 
debate changed his note, and at an advanced time of the 
night, in a molt equivocal fpeech, argued that the addrefs 
only pledged thofe who were prepared to be pledged, but 
that it did not pledge gentlemen who did not choofe to ad- 
mit they were pledged. This fort of double-edged fpeech 
ought to be fixed to fome certain (tandard, and the refolu- 
tion that his right honourable friend had moved, Mr. 
Sheridan faid, would have that efFe6t. 

. Mr. Aturney General declared, that he meant not to go 
into the wide field of argument that had been taken on to- 
pics wholly foreign to thefubjeiSl under confideration. With 
regard to the noble Marquis of Lanfdowne, whofe name 
had been bandied about in fo extraordinary a manner, he 
was five his right honourable friend near him would have 
entered into a defence of that noble Marquis, could he 
have done it with common decency. — [A loud roar of laugli- 
ter from all fides of tlie Houfe.] — Mr. Attorney faid, he 
was happy to have afforded the Houfe fo much entertain- 
ment ; but he would explain what he meant. If any part 
of that noble Marquis’s public conduiSl had been called in 
quellion, he was perfuaded his right honourable friend 
would have (lood up and done the noble Marquis juflice ; 
but when fuch groundlefs infinuations, fuch diftant hints. to 
his prejudice, fuch attempts, as it were to whifper away the 
noble Marquis’s chara6ler, were made, no man would think 
it became him to rife, and by entering into a ferious de- 
fence, in elTe(5t countenance what oughi only to be treated 
with contempt : for his own part, he feu very great refpecSl: 
for the noble Marquis ; he had been exceedingly obliged by 
him when he had done him the honour to call him, in an 
humble ftation indeed, into that Adminiftration of which 
the noble Marquis was at the head ; and as the noble Mar- 
quis had done his country the moft fignal fervice that any 
one minifler had of late years conferred upon it, whenever 
that part of the noble Marquis’s condu61: was called in 
quellion, he would think it his duty to rife and do him all 
tire juilice which he defired. Having faid this, Mr. Attor- 
ney replied to fome parts of Mr. Sheridan’s argument, as 
far as regarded the addrefs, contending that the honourable 
gentleman had not made out that the addrefs did pledge the 
Houfe, and had alked, when would be the fit time for vo- 
ting. the prefent refolutions, if that were not the fit mo- 
ment } he would tell the honnurahle^rentlemail when WOuW 
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be the fit moment. The fit moment would be, when Mi- 
nifters fliould, hereafter, ule the adclrefs as an argument to 
induce gentlemen to vote without deliberation, and pretend 
that it pledged them to vote for tine bill or bills without 
debate or dilcuflion of any kind — that was the on-ly moment 
when the refolutions would be jullifiable, hecaufe the words 
of the amendment would in that cafe be made out, and it 
would then be neceffary : there was indeed one other time 
wlien it would alfo be fit to vote fuch refolution, and tliat 
was, when any attempt ftiould be made in another place to 
life tlie addrefs unconftitutionally, and there to cite it, as 
pledging future votes and precluding deliberation and de- 
bate. 

Mr. Bearcroft having premifed, that the debate had, on Mr. T?«aff 
both fides of the Houfe, been confined chiefly to attacks on croft. , 
each otlier, rather than to tlie queflion itfelf, declared that it 
was, in his opinion, cc|nally unparliamentary and difrefpeA- 
ful to a noble Marquis to introduce Ins name in fuch a man- 
ner, and for fuch a purpofe; he faid this the rather, as he 
perceived, however much difpofed differciit fides of the 
Houfe were to difagree In relpeft to the queiVion, they 
feemed all to agree in joining to attack the noble Marquis 
in his abfence, which, he mufl: obferve, was a little cow- 
ardly. He declared, that he had no fort of conne61:ion with 
the noble Marquis in queftion; he fpoke as his feelings and 
a fenfe of fairnefs prompted. With regard to the motion, 
fie had not heard any argument that appeared, in his judge- 
ment, to be decifive in its favour. A great deal had been 
faid about pledging; he had hoped to have heard the w^ord 
pledging defined and explained. If the Houfe would give 
him leave, he would endeavour to define it. He took pledg- 
ing to mean the binding down a perfon to the performance 
of fome fpecific aft. Did the addrefs pledge the Houfe in 
any fuch manner.? He conceived, that it did not, nojr any* 
thing like it. His Majefty, in his fpeech from the throne, had 
fignifiod to the Houfe that he had concluded a commercial 
treaty with F rance, aiid His Majefty ftated the reafons which 
had governed his conduft in that particular, and recom- 
mended it to the Houfe to take the proper fteps for carrying 
the treaty into efteft. That Houfe, in confequence of this 
recommendation, and on principles of refpeft and duty to 
the Crown, had taken it into their ferious confideration. 

They had difculTed the principle of the treaty, examined 
every article of it, and deliberately debated the whole for 
fix days together, and having come to certain refolutions 
confirming, in the name of the Houfe, the various articles 
of the tariff, they had voted an addrefs, thanking His Ma- 
jefty for having made the treaty, declaring that they coui- 

xidod 
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tided in fentiment refpefting its probable advantages, and 
avowing their refolution to take the proper fteps for carrying 
the treaty into effeft. This appeared to him to be the natu- 
ral and prope^r proceeding of the Houfe in that ftage of the 
bufinefs, and by no means liable, in fair conftruflion, to be 
confdered as amounting to a pledge upon the Houfe, de- 
priving it of its deliberative powers, or binding it down to 
any vote whatever in any fubfequent ftage of the bufinefs. 
T lie treaty was founded on amity and reciprocal advantage; 
it would, in all probability, have the effecSt of fecu ring peace 
for centuries to come. Upon that cbnfideration alone, were 
there no other, he would have fupporled it, and voted for 
the addrel’s. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pin begged leave to reflify a mi ftake which 

ccllorPitt. learned friend had fallen into, and this was the mention- 
ing that the noble Marquis who lind been fo much alluded 
to, had been attacked on all fides of the Houle. He begged 
leave to affure the honourable and learned gentleman, that he 
had not laid one word wliich could be conllrued into a difre- 
fpe£l of the noble Marquis; on the contrary, he had ex- 
prefsly •'faid, that the noble Marquis was intitled to the 
thanks and gratitude of his country, for one a£l: of his, in 
the moft eminent degree. He meant for having had the 
boldnefs, amidft all the difficulties of our fituation, to make 
the peace; an evtnt, whicli he fliould ever be proud to con- 
tend, deferved the warmtft commendation and the higheft 
praife. With regard^ to what he had farther faid' of tlie 
noble Marquis, in reply to the right honourable gentleman 
oppofite to liim, he had merely followed that right honour- 
able gentleman’s argument, and ohferved, that fo unwilling 
or unable did he appear to defend himfelf or fupport his 
motion, that he had lludionfly avoided attempting either, 
and liad rather laboured to defend the noble Lord, whofe 
charadler and conduif he had on fo many occafions fliewii 
himfelf eager to attack. 

SirWm. Sir IVilliam Mokfworih faid, that he recollefled an in- 
ftance in whicli that Houfe had been told, that they wera 
pledged to a futwre meafure by having confented to a paft 
tranfadtion; and it had been ftrenuoully argued as a reafoa 
for them to vote, whether their judgement warranted it or 
not. He alluded to the ordnance eftimates, out of which a 
part ot the fyftem of fortifications had ht\ai taken one year,, 
in order for reference and inquiry, and the next year, when 
that matter came again under confideration, the furveyor 
general of the ordnance had infifted upon it, that the Houfe 
ftood pledged to vote the money. 

Mr. Dur,da$ declared, that the noble Marquis (of Lanf-^ 
down) whofe name had been brought into queftion, fhould 

ever 
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ever Hand intitled to his fupport for the fingular atSi of fcr- 
vite that had dillinguilhed his adminillration^ It haid proved 
the falvation of the country, which, as fubfequent events 
had Ihewn, muft have been undone, if the noble Marquis 
had not made the peace. Mr. Dundas enlarged on this ciN 
cumftance, and faid, it ought to entitle the noble Marquis 
to the gratitude and refpeft of that Houfe, declaring, that 
although when he had heard that noble Marquis fpeaking of 
the prefent Adminillration, he certainly did not like him the 
better for fo fpeaking ;• yet, that nothing cotfld or ought to 
obliterate from his mind the extraordinary merit of that otfe 
a6l of his adminiftration. Whenever the day fhould come, 
that a motion fhoiild be made for refcindittg the Refolution 
from the Journals on the fubje6l of the peace, be fhould 
hold it to be his duty ftrenuOufly to argue iri fupport of that 
motion. 

Mr. Fox defired, that it might be underftood, that in any Mr.Fox^ 
thing which he had that day, or at any time faid of the no- 
ble Marquis in queftion, he had always confined himfelf to 
his Public condudi, and by no means intended to allude to 
any part of his private life. To have done fo, would have 
been impertinent, unwarrantable, and ungentlemanlike. 

With regard to the peace, his opinion was not in tlie fmal- 
left degree altered refpe'ifting it. So far from it, that it 
flood confirmed in the ftrongeft manner; and if ever a day 
fliould come, when a motion fhould be made for refcinding 
the Refolution which flood upon the Journals, he was pre- 
pared not only to repeat and maintain his former arguments^ 
but to fupport tliem with additional arguments grounded 
upon fubfequent occurrences. 

The queftion of the amendment was then put and carried i 
and afterwards the main queftion fo amended was put, wheil 
the Houfe divided, and the numbers were, 

Ayes, 1 13 — Noes, 188.— Majority, 75. 

The following State Paper, which contains an Account ot 
the whole Navy of Great Britain, as made up to the day 
of the commencement of tho prefent feflion of Parlia- 
ment, was lately laid on the table of the. Houfe of Com- 
mons, for the perufal of the Members : 

State of ibe Navy, including all the Ships in Commijfon, in Or* 
dinary, and building, on the •v^d (f fanuary, 1787. 

In CommiJJioH. 

At home, as guardfliips, twelve fliips of the line. Crui^sers 
on the Englifli and Irifla ftjJtions, nine frigates and thirty 
Hoops. 
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At the feverabports fitting for ftat ions, three fliips of 50 
guns, one of 44 guns, eleven frigates, and twelve llopps. 

Qn the Mediterranean ftation, with Commodore Cofby, 
#ne Ihip of 50 guns, three frigates, and one floop. 

On the coaft of Africa, one floop of 18 guns. 

In America, four frigates and eight (loops. 

At Jamaica, one fliip of 50 guns, one of 44 guns, twd 
frigates, and three flodps. 

On the Leeward-Iflands ftation, three frigates, and four 
(loops. 

In the Eaft Indies, two floops of 16 guns. 

Cioing to Botany Bay, one frigate and one floop. 

Total of (hips in commiffion — Twelve (hips bl the line, 
five of 50 guns, two of 44 guns, thirty frigates, and (ixty- 
tvvo floops. 


State of the Ordinary^ 

In ordinary at Plymouth, Portfmouth, Chatham, Wool- 
wich, :pid Deptford, one hundred and twenty-feven (hips of 
tlie line, thirteen of 50 guns, one hundred and nine fri- 
gates, and fifty-feven lloops. 

Ships building. 

In the King’s yards, eleven ftiips of the line, two of 
which are of 100 guns, four of 98, and five of 74 guns, 
and one of 50 guns. 

At the merchant yards, feven (hips of the line, and five 
frigates. 

I'here have been condemned and broke up, or fold fince 
the naval return of laft year, one Ihip of 64 guns, two 
ifigutes, and (even lloops. 


Kccapiiulation* 



Line. 

Fifties. 

Frigates. 

Sloops. 

In commiffion 

12 

5 

3S 

62 

In the ordinaries 

127 

13 

109 

57 

On the (locks. 

]8 

1 

5 



157 

»9 

149 

119 


The number of feamen, including marines, borne on the 
books of the ftiips in commiffion, was ftated at 27,390 men. 
The Houfe adjourned. 


Thurfday^ %tb March. 

No material occurrence took place, excepting that the 
Houfe went up with the following addrefs. 

The 
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The humble Addrefs of the Right Honourable the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, in Pa|toment 
affembled. 

Moft gracious Sovereign, 

We, your JMajefty’s moft dutiful and loyal fubjedls, 
the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, in 
this prefent Parliament affrnibled, having taken into our 
moft ferious confideration the provifions contained in the 
treaty of navigation and commerce concluded between 
your Majefty and the moft Chriftian King, beg leave to 
approach your Majefty with our fincere and grateful ac- 
knowlcdgements for this additional proof of your Ma- 
jefty’s conftant attention to the welfare and happinefs of 
your fubjefls. 

We fhall proceed with all proper expedition in taking 
fucli fteps as may be nereflary for giving efFe6l to a fyf- 
tern lo well calculated to promote a beneficial intcrcourfe 
btween Great Britain and France, and to give additional 
permanence to the blcffings of peace. 

It is our firm perfuafion, that we cannot more^ efFedlu- 
ally confult the general interefts of our country, and the 
glory of your Majefty’s reign, than by concurring in a 
meafuie which tends to the extenfion of trade, and the 
encouragement of induftry and manufafture, the genuine 
fources of national wealth, and the fureft foundation 
of the profperity and happinefs of your Majefty’s do- 
minions.” 


Friday^ ^ih March, 

The only bufinefs which took place was, that 
Mr. Speaker reported, that both Houfes did, on the pre» 
ceding day, attend His Majefty with their addrefs; to which 
Hts Majefty was pleafed to give this moft gracioys anfwer : 

My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

I return you my thanks for this loyal and dutiful ad- 
drefs. 

The declaration of your fentiments, formed after the 
moft ferious confideration of the treaty of navigation and 
commerce between me and the Moft Chriftian King, af- 
fords me the trueft fatisfaflion ; and I receive, with 
pleafure, the aflurances of your intention to proceed with 
all proper expedition in taking fuch fteps as may be necet- 
fiiry for giving it effefl,’* 

The Houfe jidjoyraedt 

3.0 21 Monday^ 
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Mmiay^ I 2 th MarcHm 

“Mrlfer* begged leave to fubmit to the confideratioi) of 
the Houfe, thaf the Committee fitting above flairs, for the 
purpofeof inquiring into theflate of the lawi refpe 61 ing the 
poor, had foupd their powers inadequate to the purpofe, and 
that feveral of the parifti officers ha^ negjefted, and others 
refufed to deliver in the accounts called for, to re 61 ify which 
he fhould move that the faid Committee might have power 
to fend for all perfons, papers, &c.. relative tp that bufinefs. 
The piotion palled. ' * 

Major Scott made a motion for certain papers refpefting 
affairs of India. 

Mr. Burke defined to be informed, whether the honoura- 
ble Major’s motion tended to poflpone the intended bufinefs 
relative to..tliecontrafts. 

Major Scott replied, that it did not^ 

This motion alfo pafled. 

Mr. Chancellor Pht pbferved, that he had not fo thorough- 
ly digefted his promifed motion, refpefiing a reduftion of 
the duti/5S on Portugal wines, as to be able to bring it that 
day before the Houfe, and that he fliould on the morrovy 
make a previous motion with regard to fpirits. 

yit. Defnpjler faid, that he had perufed a Calcutta Gazette, 
which particularly mentioned, that the Eaft-India Company 
had iffiied an order, direfling that nope of their fervants be 
permitted to write home to their friends in England, any 
account refpefting the affairs of that country. He there- 
fore begged leave to. move, that all correfpondencies he- 
tween the fervants of the Company, fince the year 1784, 
be laid before the Houfe.” 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt avowed himfelf a ftranger to any 
fuch order, and alke.d time to inquire into it, for which pur- 
,pofe Mr. Dempfter withdrew his inotipn. 

The fipufe adjourned. 

^uefday^ March I'^th. 

The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, to take into farther confideration fo much of His 
Majefty’s moft gracious fpeech to both Houfes of Parlia- 
ment, upon the 23d day of January laft, as relates to fim- 
plifying the public accounts in ,the various branches of the 
revenue, and 

Mr.' Steele took his feat at the table. 

Mr. Chancellor Pp/ obferved, that it was not barely in 
compliance with the ftipulation in the treaty of commerce 
with France, that the idea of reducing the duties on brandy 
was ^dopted^ but in a great meafure, with ;a yiew to add ftilj 

farthej: 
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farther to thofe encouragements of the fair and legal trader, 
which had always been fo much the objeft of his wiflies and 
of his diligence# To this end, he Ihould not be fat i shed 
with fimply reducing thefe duties to the ftandard provided 
for by the treaty (to feven fliillings per gallon) but would 
propofe to^teduce them as low as five fliillings per gallon, 
which he hoped would eflFedlually drive the fmuggler out of 
the market. In Gonfequence of this extraordinary reduftion 
of the duty on brandy, he Ihould alfo propofe to make a 
proportional redudtion of the duty on rum, that fothis ar-' 
tide might not fuffer in its confumption ; and this redudion 
was fuch as fliould make the whole of the duties (tlxofe of 
excife and cuftoms united) four fliillings per gallon. Having 
thus ftated the general intention, he proceeded to argue upon 
it, from feveral ftatements of calculation, and general prin- 
ciples of policy. It had, he faid, not unfrequently been the 
pradice in this country to feek for an increafe of revenue^ 
by an adual redudion of duties, and that pradice had in 
many inftances proved highly fuccefsful. It was, therefore, 
in purfuance of that principle, and with a view to fh^e the 
profits of the fmuggler between the ftate and the fair trader, 
that die prefent propofal was made. There had, upon an 
average, of about three years, been fmuggled into this coun- 
try, about four millions of gallons of brandy. This cal- 
culation, the Committee would fee, could not, from the 
rjature of the fubjed, admit of any degree of accuracy. 
But as far as it could, it had been endeavoured to be afeer- 
tained by all the inveftigation which could in fuch a cafe be 
applied. The officers of the revenue on the coafts, had re- 
ceived diredions for the laft three years to ufe every degree 
of diligence, and every effort in their power to colled fuch 
materials of information on the fiibjed as might lead to that 
"defirable objed, the forming a judgement of the ti*ue ftate of 
the illicit trade in this commodity; and from every informa- 
tion which could be obtained through fuch channels as were 
open for information, there was the greateft reafon to com- 
pute the brandy fmuggled into the kingdom' at the amount 
which he had ftated. Between this quantity fmuggled, and 
that which was legally imported and paid the duty, there 
was a moft enormous difference, for the latter did not 
amount to above fix or feven hundred thoufand gallons. 
Were the whple of the redudion to be made to operate as a 
dead lofs upon the revenue, and not to be compenfated by 
any increafe in the legal importation, that lofs would 
amount to about 200,oool. per annum — ^but then, if by the 
redudion fuch a blow was to be given to the fmuggler, as 
to throw the importation of but eight hundred thoufan,d 
gallons, out of the four n^illions af prefent illegally imported. 
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iiito the hands of the fair trader, it would make a fufficient 
compenfation for the 200,oool. given up by the redudlion, 
and whatever increafe the legal importation might expe- 
rience beyond eight hundred thoufand gallons, would be a 
clear gain and advantage to the revenue. declared, that 
for his own part, he had the moft fanguine expedlations of 
the benefit likely to arlfe to our finances, Itpm the advan- 
tage which the fair trader would find in his competition with 
the contraband dealer in confequence of this plan; and he 
proceeded to point out by a detailed calculation of the prices 
of the different fpecies of the commodity in queftion, how 
clearly and completely the competition would favour the 
legal conl’umption. There had been famples of the diffe- 
rent forts of brandy collefted by the officers at the places 
of importation, and feuit with an account of their feveral 
prices at their firft coll, to the Excife Office in London, 
where they were examined by the principal merchants, and 
an account procured from them, of the feveral prices, which 
they might be expeded to bring in the Englifli market from 
the c^nfumer, and he had the authority of thofe gentlemen 
for faying, that in almoft every different fort, the fur trader, 
tinder the prefent redu£lion, would be able aftually to un- 
derfel the fmuggler. Flattering, however, as the profpedl 
was, of the plan itfelf anfwering fully to compenfate by 
its own operation, for the diminution of the duty, yet there 
was a method, which he intended to adopt, for fecuring a 
confiderable part of . the neceffary compenfation, and not 
leaving the whole of it to that rilk which mull, in every 
projeft of the kind, be unavoidably encountered. This 
idea, though not abfolutely a part of the plan which he was 
Hating, nor necelfarily connected with it, yet as it tended in 
fome meafure to diminilh the rifk which gentlemen might 
fear from the plan itfelf, he Ihould open it to the Houfe. It 
was his intention, on a future day, to bring forward apropo- 
fal for raifing the price of licenfes for retailing of fpirits, to 
which he believed no objedlion could be made, when it was 
confidered, firft, as far as would go as a compenfation in 
point of revenue, for the redudlion of the duty ; and, fe- 
condly, as a correftive of the only other objedlionable con- 
fequence of that redudlion, the introducing theufe of fpirits 
among the common people, at a lower rate; and particularly 
as he Ihould propofe the licenfe money to be paid by inftaU- 
ments, and not in one grofs fum,. at the end of the year, as 
Was now the pradlice, and which was always looked upon 
as the moft oppreflive circumftances attending licenfes. In 
this increafe of the expence of licenles, though it was, he 
acknowledged, generally fpeaking, his wiftx that fome check 
might be found for the evil arifing from the great abundance 

oi 
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of thofe fort of houfes, yet, in the prefent plan, he pro* 
pofed to fuggeft a method, by which a proportion might be 
obferved, and the more opulent be made to pay more than 
the poorer fort ; a principle which ought at all times, when 
it could be fo contrived, to receive adoption. In thefe fe- 
veral redu6tions, care had been taken to calculate what pro- 
portion would be neceffary to make between the duties on 
brandy and thofe of rum, that fo the confumption of the 
latter might enjoy an advantageous competition v;ith the 
former, and he believed it very, probable that the proportion 
now fuggefted would prove fuch as muft fully anfwer tliat 
purpofe. There was one farther confideration for the at- 
tention of the Committee, which was, how hr the home 
diflillery and the brewery of the kingdom would he affeded 
by this redudlipn of the duties cn foreign fpirits. With 
refpedl to the diftillery, the queflion would be, whether the 
reduSioii of the excife duty lately made with a view to fup- 
prefs the unlicenced and fraudulent diftiller, would not be 
amply fufficient in itfelf to put that trade on a footing of 
fair competition with imported fpirits, under the now pro- 
pofed duty. In order to point out the method by wl)ich the 
Houfe might heft confider that queflion, he entered into a 
full detail of the fituation of the Britifh diflillery, flating 
the feveral duties which had been impofed upon it at different 
times, from fo.ur-pence per gallon up to 2s. 6d. and alfo dif- 
tinguifliing the different effedls which appeared to arife in 
that branch of manufa6lure, under the feveral different pro- 
portions of duty which it had in each different period borncf 
to the foreign produce. As to the article of beer, befides 
confidering it in a great degree in the fame point of view 
with the diflillery, he obferved, that the propofed increafe in 
the price of licenfes for retailing of fpirits, would afford an 
evident advantage to the home confumption of beer, and the 
great and extenlive foreign market now opened for that arti- 
cle, would furnifh a very confiderable compenfation for 
whatever lofs, if any, it might fuflain from the redu£lion of 
the price of foreign fpirits. Mr. Pitt now made his firfl ' 
motion, the purport of which was, that the duty of ex* 

cife on brandy fhould be 4s. 3d. per gallon, which, with 
^ the qd. already impofed in the cuftoins, would make 5s. 

per gallon.” 

Mr. Sheridan lamented that it was not in his power to 
entertain the fame fanguine hopes of the riglit honourable ^ 
gentleman’s fcheme which he had been himfelf fo ready to 
declare he entertained; and one reafon why he was inclined 
to put the lefs confidence in it, was, that he recollefted that 
tlie right honourable gentleman had two years ago come 
down and propofed a redudlion of the duty on the hpme 

diflillery. 
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diftillery, ftating, that he entertained the fame fanguine 
hopes tnat it would tend to add cohfiderably to the revenue ; 
and yet the very next yekr he had found that his expe6lations‘ 
failed him, and had been obliged to put the duties on again. 
It was much to be lamented, that the right honourable gen- 
tleman had not been able to get at the accounts of the com- 
puted quantity of brandies fmuggled into this coontry, upoiv 
which he had refted all his argument in fupport of the pre- 
fent meafure> before the conclufion of the commercial treaty 
with France. By that treaty Great Britain had ftipulated to 
lower the duty on brandy to 7 s. per gallon, whereas the 
right honourable gentleman now thought himfelf warranted 
to lower the duty 105$. per gallon. Had the accounts 
therefore of the quantity of fmuggled brandy been before 
obtained, the right honourable gentleman would have had 
fomething in hand, as it were, to treat with, and confe- 
quently could have treated to more advantage, as France 
would certainly have given an equivalent for the benefit of 
having her brandies imported into Great Britain upon fo low 
a duty as 5 s. per gallon. The right honourable gentleman 
had built his expeilations of regaining the 200,000 1. a year 
defalcation of the revenue, which *the fcheme of lowering 
the duty to 5 s. would, in the firft inftance, occafion, upon 
the larger quantity of brandy, which would in confequence 
be legally imported, and, of courfe, the greater quantity of 
duty which would be paid; but although he had talked fan- 
guinely about this, he had declared that he would not rilk 
thelofsof the 200,000 1. entirely, but would enfu re a fharc 
of it, by an addition of charge upon the licences to be taken 
out by the retail Venders of fpirits. To the right honour- 
able gentleman’s reafoning that it would tend to preferve the 
morals of the lower order of the people, by putting a check 
upon their practice of dram-drinking, he was very ready to 
fubfcribe, as every gentleman mull wilh fo pernicious a prac- 
tice aboliflied, if it were pofiible ; but he could not help ob- 
ferving, that the right honourable gentleman''s two argu- 
ments did not run well together, viz. by lowering the duties 
ipn brandy, the quantity legally import^ would confiderably 
increafe, and thence the revenr.e would acquire much, and 
that it was neverthelefs at the fame tifne right to make an 
addition to the charge paid for licences, in order to check and 
keep down the confumption. He did not believe that the 
planters and merchants of the Britifh Weft-Tndia iflands 
Would be at all fatisfied w;th the dillinflion the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had declared it was his intention to make 
between* the duties on French brandy, and on rnin, the pro- 
duce of the Britilh Weft-lndia iflands. The difference of a 
ijpgl^ Ihiliing was by m means enough to enable our rums 
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to ftand a conipe^titioit with the French brandies, arid that it 
was not, he believed the right honourable gentleman would 
hear from gentlemen, more competent to Ipeak on che fub- 
je6l than he could pretend to be. There was one point, 
however, to which he mull expe£t to receive fome anfwer, 
and that was, whether the right honourable gentleman meant 
to make any redu 61 ion on the malt dillillery of this country? 

Upon that head the right honourable gentleman had been 
wholly filent, though it certainly was material, as the great 
reduflion of the duties pn brandies mull nec^lTarily affeft the 
confumption pf home-made malt fpirits very confiderably. 

He did hope therefore that the right honourable gentleman 
would give him fome anfwer upon that eflential point. He 
alluded to the language of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
refpedling the elFe6t which the commutation a6l would, in 
all probability, have on the fmuggling of br^lndy, and, after 
much, reafoning upon it, to prove that the right honourable 
gentleman’s expe6lations at that time had failed, he conclu- 
ded with repeating his declaration, that fo far from enter- 
taining fanguine hopes of the fuccefs of the prefent meafure, 
as the right honourable gentleman had profefled to do, he 
thought very differently, and did not believe that it would 
fucceed at all. 

Lord Penrhyn obferved, that he could not agree with the Lord 
right honourable gentleman as to the probable advantage rhyn* 
that the planters and merchants would derive from the mea- 
fure now propoted, from the effedl it would have upon the 
fale of rum, the produce of the Britifli Weft-India iflands* 

He had underftood the right honourable gentleman originally 
intended a different alteration of the duties to be paid on the 
importation of brandies and rums, and that he meant them 
to ftand exactly in the fame comparative llate-that they flood 
in in the year 1778. But the right honourable gentleman 
had altered his mind, and it now appeared he meant, that 
tlie only difference of the duties fliould be one fliilling per 
gallon in favour of rum ; under which difference, fo far was 
he from thinking that the rums of the Britifli Wefl-Tndia 
iflands would have an advantage, that he was perfuaded they 
would not be able to fland a competition with the brandies, 
but would be driven entirely out of the Britifli market ; 
and when be faid fo, he was authorifed to declare it to be 
the unanimous opinion of a large meeting, compofed of the 
moft ’confiderable planters and merchants concerned in the 
manufa6lure and fale of rums. His Lordfliip proceeded to 
illuflrate and juftify this aflertion by ftatipg, that, accord- 
ing to the right honourable gentleman’s argument, the bran- 
dies could not be brought into the market apd fold at feven 
IhiJlings and flxpence per gallon, and endeavoui'ed to ftiew, 
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that the rums could not behrought into it at lefs* Rums 
could not be manufadlured and imported for lels than three 
fhillings per gallon. They had been imported for the lall 
year at two ihillings and fixpence; but that was a lofiiig 
Trade, as all the merchants well kneWi Taking the impor- 
tat’on therefore at three Ihillings, the duty at four fhillings 
made it feven, and then there was a ten per centage for leak- 
wallage, &c. &c. in coming honje from the Weft In- 
dies, wliich w^owld bring it up to I'even lliillings and fixpence 
per gallon. I'hus rums would be incapable of Handing a 
c'ompclition with the brandies in the Britilh market. There 
was another market that they had been told of on a former 
CKTCaiion, which had been conlideied as a market that could 
not fail to prove Cngularly advantageous to the j^lanters and 
ineichants, by taking conliderable quantities of rum Ironi 
tlie Jhitifh Weii-Jndia iflands. That market, however, 
had almoA entirely failed. The market he alluded to was 
Canada, where a duty had not only been laid on the impor- 
tation of Well-liidia rum, hutwdieie it was the genera! prac- 
tice of /the province to get molalles from the French, and 
make a Ipirit from it, which could be fold much cheaper 
than rum. There were at this time two (hips in the river 
going to France for molafles to carry to Canada; and he 
was fatisfied the Indian and the Canadian would drink that 
Ipirit which they could get the cheripeih 
Mt Chan- Mr. Chaucellor P/>/ obferved, that the Koble Lord had 
mi Haken the propereft method of confidering the fubjedt, by 
comparing the prefent proportion between the feveral duties, 
with tliat which was intended to be made between them for 
the future for the way would be to have looked back to the 
time when the proportion was much more favourable to bran- 
dy than it was now intended to be made, and yet at that 
time tlie confumption of rum had been able to Hand a very 
liicGefsful competition with that of brandy. — And now the 
proportion not being defigned to be fo favourable to brandy, 
and the fmuggling of that article being likely to be more 
rell rained than ever, there was every reafonahle degree of 
probability that the competition would be Hill more advan- 
tageous to rum than it had formerly been. This he begged 
leave to remind the Noble Lord, had been his opinion on the 
fubje 61 from the firft, when he had feveral con verfat ions 
with him and otliers on the fubjeit. The Noble Lord 
therefore had no right to charge him with having u fed any 
deception, or having changed his mind upon the fubjedl, as 
he had all along exprefled his iMtentions as fully as he had 
done during the prefent debate, and had ufed the very fame 
arguments, which it would have been better for the Noble 
Lord to have refuted, than to have refted upon any charge 
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of want of candoqr againft him. The Noble Lord had 
ftated, that the prefent price of rum in the Weft indies 
was three ftiillings per gallon ; and to that price he had added 
leakage and waftage, as neceffarily to be made good in the fel- 
ling price in the Englifh market. But the ftifi was other- 
wife; for the firft coft in the Weft Indies was only from two 
ftiillings to two ftiillings and ftxpence, and, iy computing it 
at three ftiillings, tKere was a fufficient allowance for leak- 
age, waftage, and freightage, which the Noble Lord firft 
provided for in Ids firft coit, and had afterwards charged for 
in a feparate calculation. He fuppofed the honourable geii" 
tlenian oppofite to him would take it amil's if he did not an- 
fwer the two cjueftions he was pleafed to put to him ; he 
fhoiild therefore endeavour at leaft to give him fatisfaflion. 

It was by no means his intention to lower the duty on home- 
made fpirits, being perfuaded that that trade would find a fuf- 
ficient protedlion in the reduflion which had fo lately been 
made. As to the great triumph which the honourable gen- 
tleman had difplayed in his ftateinent of the circumftances 
attending a former reftoration of the duty on home-made fpi- 
rits, he begged the honourable gentleman would ^ive him- 
felf the trouble of recollefting thofe circumftances accu- 
rately, before he commented upon or attempted to draw his 
own conclnfions from them. The fadi was, that fo far from 
his having come back to Parliament to reftore a duty that he 
had before taken off, lie had only transferred the duty from 
one ftage of the maniifadture to the other; for finding certain 
incoiiveniencies attending the duty on malt, he had, it was 
true, diminiftied that duty, hut had impofed a correfpondent 
duty on the wafti ; and he affured the honourable gentleman, 
that if he was to be fanguine or defpondent on the prefent 
occafion, in proportion to the fuccefs or difappointnient of 
that I'cheme to which he had thought proper to allude — there 
would be nothing in the refledlion to abate liis wifti for car- 
rying his plan into execution. ^ As to the queftion propo- 
fed by the honourable gentleman, why, when it was intend- 
ed to lower the duty on brandy to five ftiillings, was it not 
fo ftipulated in the treaty inftead of feven ftiillings, that an 
equivalent might be obtained coiTefpondent to the difterence? 

He ftiould ftiortly anfvver, that although for feveral reafons, 
and chiefly to give a fudden check to fmuggling, it was ad- 
vifable at prefent to reduce the duty to five Ihiliings ; yet it 
was by no means proper to ftipulate with France that it ne- 
ver ftiould be higher. 

Lord Penrhyn declared, that the right honourable gentle- i^ord Pen- 
man muft be miftaken in his affertion of having fignified to *’^^y**> 
him his intention refpedling the reduilion of the duty on 
mvf^j as he hs4 uot come to town till after the per^ of time 

3 H a alluded 




alluded to. His Lordfhip admitted, that rums, manilfac- 
tured in the Britifh Weft-India iflands, had been imported 
into Great Britain at two fliillings and fixpence per gallon ; 
but begged the right honourable gentlenian to recolledl that 
he had in his former fpeech Hated, that the importation at 
two (hillings and fixpence had been a lofuig trade. 

Mr. Sheri- Mr. Sheridan thanked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for the anfwer he had given him in refpeft to his ftipulating 
in the commercial treaty with France for no lower reduc- 
tion of the duty on brandies than to» feven (hillings per gal- 
lon, but was not fatisfied with the other parts of the right 
honourable gentleman’s reply. 

Mr. Fox. ' Mr. Fox defired to know when the right honourable gen- 
tleman intended to bring forward his propofition relative to 
Portugal wines ? The matter was, he obferved, of confider- 
able importance, and ought in his mind to be announced in 
time, fo that gentlemen might be aware, when it was to 
be brought forward. Mr. Fox faid, he hoped the right ho^ 
nourable gentleman meant to make his propofition previous 
to their ^oing into a Committee on the confolidation bill, 
and that' he would give notice when that would be, as the 
bill could be fent to a Committee without firft having a 
queftion for feparating the two objefts of the bill fully dif- 
cufled. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor anfwered, that, for feveral partieu- 
fclbr Pitt, lar reafons, it had been thought advifnble to defer making 
' his motion for reducing the duty on the importation of Por- 

tugal wines for a few days, but that he meant to give full 
notice, and, he believed, fome day about the middle of next 
week would be the day ; but, at all events, he intended to 
make it previous to their going into a Committee on the con- 
folidationbill. With regard to the right honourable gentle- 
man’s fecond objeflion, the feparation of the two parts of 
the bill, an honourable gentleman had the preceding day 
given notice of his intention to bring forward a queftioh 
upon it, and that fubjedt would properly come under confi- 
deration when the queftion (liould be put for the Speaker’s 
leaving the chair, previous to the Houfe’s refolving itfelf into ' 
a Committee upon the bill. 

Mr. Dcrop- Mr. Dempjler (who had before produced his motion, but - 
Her, fufpenddd it while Mr. Diindas withdrew to fetch a copy of 
the letter to which thd motion alluded) rbfe, and moved, that 
' Copies of all orders fent but by the Difedlbrs of the 
Eaft-India Company, fince the year' 1784, ’ forbidding 
the ferVahts ui India to correfpond With their friends 
at home Relative to the affairs of the Eaft-Ihdia Corrib 
« jSany; together with bopies of all notifications of the 
faifl orders in India, be laid beforb the HoUfe. ' 

’ Mr, 
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Mr. Dundqs rem^ked, that for the purpofe of aflxfting Mr.Ounias 
tht Houfe to judge properly of the complaint which gave 
rife to the motion then before them, he would read to 
them, the order from the Board of Control that liad 
been complained of the Court of Diredlors’' letter iipoti 
it, with the reply of the Board of Gontroul to the let- 
ter. It appeared from the paper, that the Court of Direc- 
tors difapproved of the order of the Board of Control, and 
affigned as an argument in fupp.ort of their opinion, that ma- 
terial intelligence had •frequently been conveyed to thern 
through the medium of private letters from fome of their fer- 
vants, of which no mention had been made in theif official 
dlfpatches. In anfwer to this, the Board of Control had 
taken the liberty to ftate to the Court of Diredlors, that they 
had made no new order, but had merely recommended the en- 
forcement of various orders of their own, referring them to 
the orders of 173X-2, and a great many others of different 
dates between thd year 1731 and the year 1759. Mr. Dundas 
reafoned upon this as amounting to an unanfwerable proof, 
jth it the Board of Control had not afled improperly, and 
that the papers called for were unneceffary. Mr. Dundas re- 
minded the Houfe, that there was fuch a thing as India flock, 
and mentioned the gambling in that ftock, in confequence of 
fecret advices from the confidential fervants of the Company, 
as a matter which it was the duty of the Board of Control to 
guard againfl. 

Mr. Sheridan anfwered, that the contents of the paper prov- Mr. 
ed, that under the idea of enforcing a particular order, parti- ^an. 
culariy confined to the confidential fervants, and thofe in 
places of fpecial truft, an advantage had been taken by the 
Board of Controul, and an order bad been fent out, under 
fanflion of which all the Company’s fervants of every deferip* 
tion had been generally interdidled from writing to thqir pri- 
vate friends at home, any account of or opinion upon the af- 
fairs of the Company tranfading in India, [Mr. Dundas de- 
lired the honourable gentleman to recolleft the words of the 
paper.] Mr. Sheridan faid, if he had the paper to refer to, he 
was fatisfied he could convince the Houfe that the truecon- 
ftruftion of it was very different, from that put upon it by 
the right honourable and learned gentleman. The paper be- 
ing upon this handed acrofs the table to Mr. Sheridan, he be- 
gan to read the contents, and to comment, as he proceeded 
With a view to fix its meaning to his argument. He contend- 
ed, that the preamble of the order Hated, that it was neceflary 
to enjoin the confidential fervants of the Company in India to 
fecrecy, and that after it had been fo ilated, the order in itfelf 
was general, and equally binding upon all the fervants of the 
Company, of whatever defeription. 

• . ^ ^ Mr. 
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Mr. Dundas allerted, that the right honourable gentleman 
' bad fo mangled and blended the parts of the paper that he had 
read, with his own comments upon each, that it was impoffi* 
ble for the Houfc to form any diftinA idea of either. Mr. 
Dundas went into argument to juftify bis former fpeech, the 
principles of which, he faid, were founded upon the paper in 
his hand; whence it appeared moft incontrovertibly, the 
Board had done no more than recommend the enforcement of 
the old orders of the Court of Direflors. 


Mr. Fox. Mr. Fax allerted that the right honourable and learned 
gentleman’s own argument proved (what his hbnourable 
friend had before contended for) that, undet a pretence of fend- 
ing out an order, binding only on the fekft confidential fer- 
vants of the Company in India, advantage had been taken, 
and a general interdidlion had been laid on all the Company’^ 
fervants, to prevent their writing to their private friends at 
home any account of what was pafling in India. Mr. 
Fox declared, tliat the confequences could not but be mif- 
chievous in the extremeft degree. In India, above all other 
governments, publicity was to be wiflied for; if any thing 
could give liopes of the affairs of the Company being reftored 
to profperity, the publicity of the tranfadions in India muft 
be the foundation of thofe hopes. He alked under what 
government were men reflraincd from freely communicating 
their fentiments upon public affairs to their friends? Under 
no government that he had ever heard of. ^ With regard to 
perfons in confidential office betraying fecrcts of ftate, there 
wanted no fpecific order to prevent that treachery. Men fo 
fituated were bound by their duty to preferve inviolable fe- 
crecy ; and in all countries, whoever of that defeription, be- 
trayed his truft by broaching, what of neceflity fliould have 
been concealed, was deemed guilty of an high crime, and was 
liable to fevere punifliment. 

Burke. Mr. Burkf begged leave to remind the right honourable and 
learned gentleman (Mr. Dundas) that he had himfelfcollefted 
and made public a vaft fund of information upon the politics, 
the commerce, and the revenue of the Britifh poffeffions in 
India, and he begged to afk him whether he could haye been 
able to have drawn together fuch a mafs of materials, if it had 
not been from the free communications of the Company’s 
fervants in their private letters? He wifhed to know likewife, 
whether the right honourable and learned gentleman thought 
his Reports of the Secret Committee had done any injury to 
India? With regard to himfelf, he declared, he could not 
have been able to have proceeded half the length he had gone 
jn conducing the profccution then carrying on, had it not 
been for the accounts fent home in the private letters of 
the Company’s fervanjs. ]^tom thcHv and frpm letters fent 
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him anonymoufly, and from perfons, with whofe names even 
he was not acquainted, be declared, he had gathered much " 
information. Mr. Burke enforced a fimilar argument with 
that ufed by Mr. Fox, as to the advantage of publicity, with 
refpefl to every tranfaftion in India; upon tJiat alone, he faid, 
depended the fafety, the exiftence of our interefts tn that 
quarter of the globe. The order he cpnten led v^as on another 
account altogether ufelefs. The fervants of the Company in 
general, fo far from being addifted to be loquacious and com* 
municative, were remarkably fparirig of their information. 

Nay, fa far from its being eafy to get any thing from fome of 
them, that Houfe had witneffed that they had almoft preferv* 
cd a Pythagorean fecrecy ; for the Houle, with all its autho- 
rity, had fcarcely been able to fqueeze any thefmallell modi- 
cum from the coflive nature of fome of the Company’s fer- 
vants who had lately been at their bar. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to point out to the right Mr. Clun- 
honourahle gentleman (Mr. Burke) feveral inconfiftencies and 
contradiflions in hisfpeech, particularly his having faid, that 
all perfons from India feemed to him to be locked up ; ^nd yet 
acknowledging that he had obtained a vaft deal of information 
from tliat country, through perfons to whofe names even he 
was a flranger. After enlarging on thatexpreflion, he inveigh- 
ed againft (what he called) the abfurdity of endeavouring to 
releafe the confidential fervants of the company in India in 
confidential fituations, from the duty of official fecrecy — He 
put into feveral lights the neceffity there was for enforcing that 
duty in various departments of every government in the 
world; and reminded gentlemen on the otlier fide, that Par- 
liament had itfelf more than once recognized the neceffity of 
enforcing fecrecy in feveral departments of the Eaft-India ad- 
miniftration, by appointing a Secret Committee of the Direc- 
tors, as if it confidered twenty-four Dire6tors as too marty 
to be made acquainted with certain matters relating to their 
eftabliftiment ; and when that Houfe had thought it neceffary 
to make an inquiry into the affairs of India, it had not ven- 
tured to do it, except through a Committee of Secrecy, fear- 
ing that if fuch a fubjeft were to be difeufled in the ufual way, 
it would be a means of difclofing circumftances which ought 
not to be made public — and what Parliament did not 
think fafeto entruft to the whole body of the Dire6tors, what 
it did not think fit fhould be known to itfelf, the honourable 
g^tleman who made the motion, and ihofe who fupported it» 
would choofe to leave at the diferetion of every fervant in 
India, who, in the execution of a confidential employment, 
might become acquainted with it, to publilh to the world 
without any reftraint whatfoever. He concluded with faying, 
that thoiijgb be was pcrfeftly indifferent whether the paper in 

queffioa 
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queftion wa« laid on the taWe or lipt, yet he Would objcft to 
the motion, as he did; not chufe to fandion the arguments, 
that gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe had thought 
proper to ufe in fupport of it, which he conceived would do 
no good in India. 

Mr. Sbcri- Mr. remarked, that the right honourable gentle- 

man had afligned a very lingular realbn for objedliog to the 
motion, and^this was, not that he had any wifh that the pa- 
pers fliould not be put upon the table, but becaufe he would 
not, by fufFeiing the motion to pafs, give a landiion to the 
arguments advanced by that fide of the Houfe, in proof that 
the order ought not to have been fent to India. 

Lord Mulp'ave the order refpe<5ling fecrecy ; and 

J^luloiavc. an^Qj^g other things, the impropriety of individual 

Direflors being privately furnilhed with information from 
India, not generally known, and coming with it to a general 
Court, and making ufe of it. 

Mr.Frands. Mr. Francis faid, the queftion was not, what did the Board 
of Control mean to fend out, but what was the fenfe put 
upon tjieir order in India? He had a large acquaintance in 
India, and particularly with the Secretary to the Board of Su- 
preme Council at Calcutta; but, he declared, upon his honour, 
that gentleman had never written him one line upon the Hate 
of affairs there. Others of his correfpendents in India, not 
in confidential offices, liad repeatedly and freely communi- 
cated intelligence to him, which he had always ufed for the 
good of the Company, by making it public. Of late their 
communications had fallen off in confequence of the order 
puhliflied in the Calcutta Gazettee, and, what was remark- 
able, large as his acquaintance in India was, the packet that 
arrived laft week had not brought him a finglejine. 

Mr.Bating. Mr. Baring repiarked, that lall war the Direftors frequent- 
ly received their intelligence through France earlier than by 
any other way. He urged the impropriety of this, and com- 
mended the order, as wilie, expedient, and neceflary. 

SJr James ^\x Jdmes Erjkine ohferved, that the honourable gentleman 
iaikme. had hifinuated the fcope of the information of the DiretSlors 
ftood narrow, and he wiflied to reduce it to ft ill narrower 
grounds, by {hutting out the only means of their receiving 
fupplemental information that remained open to them. 

Mr. Demp- Mr. ftated the reafous that had induced him to 
make the motion, declaring that a friend in India, with whom 
he correfponded, had written Inm word that the Company’s 
fervants in that country confidered themfelves as reduced to 
the moft mortifying filence, in confequence of the notifica- 
tion in the Calcutta Gazette. Mr. Dempller commented 
upon the bad tendency of the revival and enforcement of an 

obfolete 



A» 13 ‘E B •A ^ E S# 42 

bbfolete criety and prefled the bther fide of the Houfe to grant 
the papers. ' 

Mr. Hujpy hoped that the motion Would not be ultimately Mr.Huflcj, 
oppofed. He contended, that the objedlion urged on the 
ground of the poflibility of petfons in confidential offices in 
India, commiflioning their friends at home to gamble in India 
flock for them was idle^ becaufe, whether the papers were 
granted or not, if men in high truft were fo far loft to all 
fenfe of their duty to their country, to the Company, and to 
themfelves, as to be defirous of a6ling in that manner, no or- 
der of the Board of Control would be fufficient to reftrain^ 
them. Mr. Hufley inftanced the cafe of a perfon in the higheft 
truft, who was reported to have made a great deal of money 
by that means. 

Mr. Slopcr remarked, that they had only heard arguments Mr. Sloper^ 
on one part of the motion ; but, he hoped they would hear 
fomething on the other; fomething upon the notification of 
the Calcutta Gazette, and he trufted that all the papers called 
for would be granted. 

The queftion was put, and the Houfe divided, 

Ayes, 20. — Noes, 94* 

The Houfe adjourned. 


IVedneJdayy i^th Jlfarch 

Mr. Dundas obferved^ that as the feveral papers which were Mi.Dunia^ 
moved for by an honourable gentleman (Major Scott) relative 
to the charges againft Warren Haftings, Efq. on contrails, 
which Were to be brought forward on the enfuing day, were 
not yet produced, he wiftied to know the opinion of the gen- 
tlemen who were to advance thofe charges, whether it would 
not be prudent to poftpone the going into the charges until 
the Houfe were in pofleffion of the papers which related to 
moft of the contrails. 

S\v James Erfkine contended, that the charges could be sir James 
fully made out without the papers in Queftion. He wiftied 
that the day might not be farther poftponed. The charge 
Would have been brought forward in the courfe of the preced- 
ing week without thofe papers, had it not been for a motion 
of the right honourable gentleman* Thofe papers were not 
then thought neceflary, and he could fee no reafon now, why 
they Ihould caufe a delay. 

Major ScoU anfwered, that it was with no intention of delay Major Sw|t 
that he made the motion for thofe papers, but for the foie pur- 
pofe of putting the fubjeil completely before the Houfe, and 
lOr that reafon alone he wiftied for every paper to be printed 
completely and laid before the Houfe; but, as, thofe papers 
Were not before the Houfo he did not wifli the charges to be 
VoL* XXL 3 1 delayed 
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delayed, but hoped the honourable Baronet would bring 
them ibrward on the morrow. 

Mr. Clian- Chancellor Pitt exprefled his wifties' that every in- 

cc lor itt. pofleflion of the Houfe; but as 

tlie honourable Baronet (Sir James Erfkine) had obferved 
that there was fufficient information on the table; and as 
the honourable gentleman beliind him (Major Scott) had 
intimated his defire for the charges not to be- delayed, he 
could fee no reafon forT>oftponiiig them. He wilhed that 
delay might be fufFered, and hoped gentlemen would proceed, 
for the fake of fj^eedy juft ice, with all pofiible difpatch, in 
bringing forward and going through with all the charges : 
tlie late delay he took upon himfelf, but it was to make room 
for important bufinefs. 

Mr, Francis J\Ir. ohferved, that information fufficient was be- 

fore the Houfe to fupport the principal points of the charge 
intended to be made on the morrow by the honourable Ba- 
ronet; the informatibn on the opium contraft, the Houfe was 
in pofTeffion of, ajid that was the chief article of the charge. 
Mr. Depp- Mr; Jjlfmp/lcr remarked, that he did not wifh, at prefent, 
to take up the time of gentlemen oii his motion for the re- 
peal of the Eaft-India judicature bill ; he could nftke his 
motion on anotlier day ; and by poftponing it, gentlemen 
w'ould gain time to prepare theinfelves for the important bu- 
finefs'of the prefent moment. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. W, GrenviUe moved. 

That an ad, made in the laft feffion of Parliament, en- 
titled, ‘ An adt for farther continuing for a limited 
‘ time, an aft, made in the twenty-third year of the reign 
‘ of His prefent Majefty, entitled An aft for preventing cer- 
‘ tain inllruments from being required from fliips beloitging 

• to the United States of America; and to give to His 

• Majefty, for a limited time, certain powers for the better 
‘ carrying on trade and commerce betw^een the fubjefts of 

• His Majefty’s dominions, and the inhabitants of the faid 
. ^ United States; and for farther continuing, f6r a limited 

^ time, an aft, made in the twenty-fourth year of the reign 

• of His prefent Majefty, entitled. An adt to extend the 
^ powers of an aft:, made in the twenty-third year of His 

• prefent Majefty, for giving His Majefty certain powers 
< for the better carrying on trade and commerce between the 
‘ fubjefts of His Majefty V dominions, and the inhabitants 
‘ of the United States of America, to the trade and com- 
‘ merce of this kingdom with the Britifli colonies and plan- 
‘ tations in America, with refpeft to certain i^rticles therein, 
‘ mentioned,’' might be read ; 

And the fame being read accordingly ; 

The 
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The Houfe refolved it felf into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe to confider of the laid a6k. 

Mr, Steele now took his feat at the table, and 

The afts 23 and 24 being read, 

Mr, Grenville ftating the grounds upon which it was Mr. w. 
deemed expedient to apply to Parliament for an ait to au- GrenviUe, 
thorife the continuance of the. trade with the United States 
of America, fubjedl to the diferetion of the Privy Council, 
for another year, remarked, that the nature of our inter- 
courle with America had been lb amply detailed during tlie 
courfe of the preceding feffion, that it was uimeceffary to 
take up the time of the Houfe by going again over the mat- 
ter, He would, therefore, confine Ijimfelf to fuch points as 
more particularly called for explanation, in order that the 
Houfe might know the true fituation of our commerce with 
America, as far as it refpeiied the trade carried on between 
the Rritilh Weft-Inclia Iflands and Great Britain, between 
Great Britain and the American continent, and between the t 
BritijQi Weft-India lllands and America, He began his de- 
tail with a ftatement of the manner in which the Weft 4 ndia 
Iflajids had been fupplied with flour and graiji, and*lumber, 
the two articles which he coniidered as the moft important 
of the whole fupply furnifhed to the Weft-India Iflands, 

He enlarged upon this heaxl of his fubjebt, and ftated the 
quantity with which Great Britain had been able to fupply 
Jamaica and the other iflands, and aflerted that it was a fpecies 
of commerce highly ufeful to our navigation, as it employed 
fifty thoyland tons of Ihipping, and four thoufand feamen an- 
nually. He admitted that the price of provifions, ftayes, &c^ 
purchafed in America had rifen far above all former precedent, 
but imputed it not fo much to the want which the iflands 
felt of Ijich articles, as to the peculiar ftate of the Americati 
provinces, and to a variety of other circumftances. He next 
went into an enumeratioh of rice, fliingles, and the various 
other articles of fupply furnifhed to the Weft-India Iflands, 

Bating the quantity exported from Great Britain, and the 
quantity e^tported from the United States of America, and 
Irom the neutral iflands. After going through the ftatement 
of the different articles, be proceeded to fpeak of the mar- 
ket which our remaining American provinces offered for 
rums, and faid, that the commerce of our colonies was 
growing, ami that it promifed a rapid incteafe, a circum- 
ftance which could not but prove extremely beneficial to the 
inerchants and planters of the Weft-India Iflands. He reca- 
pitulated the quantity of puncheons of rum imported in -the 
courfe of the laft year into America, and the Britifii colonies 
pn that continent, and reafoned upon the faft, as corrobora-" 

^ivepf his former argument. Onie tiung, laid, he was 

3 I a pMiged 
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obliged to mention, and rcfpeQ:ing which he meant to apply 
to the Houfe to adminifter fuch a remedy as to their wifdom 
would feem fit. What he alluded to was, that upon a 
comparifori of the quantity of tons of fhipping employed, 
in the years 1783 and 1786, it appeared, that in the year 
1785, we employed 58,000 tons, and^in the laft year only 
50,000 tons. He accounted for this falling ofi^ and ftated 
the fort of remedy which he meant to propofe. He next 
fiated, why it had been judged more proper to apply for an 
aft of another year’s continuance, veiling the power in Hi* 
Majefty in council, than for a pefrmanent bill, declaring that, 
at prefent it was fo difficult to decide whether the United 
States of America were under one government, whether 
they confifted of many difcordant governments, or whether 
they vrere under no government at all, that it was deemed 
more expedient to wait till their government affumed fome 
fettled and eftablilhed form, than to offer any terms of com- 
mercial intercourfe. Mr. Grenville concluded with moving, 
that the Chairman be direfted to move. 

That leave be given to bring in a bill for farther conti- 
nuing, and more effeftually enforcing the provifions of the 
faid afts of the 23d and 24th years of His prefent Ma- 
jelly- ' 

♦lo'ra Pen- Lord Benrhyn begged leave to obferve, that he doubted the 
rjbyn. accuracy* of that part of the right honourable gentleman’s 
fpeech, in which he had ffated the quantity of gallons of rum 
exported from the Britifli Weft-lndia lllands to America. 
His Lordlhip alfo took notice of the acknowledged advanced 
price of articles neceflarily purchafed in America for the ufe 
of the Britifli Well-India Iflands, and argued upon it, as 
a proof that the merchants and planters were entitled to the 
confideration and favour of Parliament, wherever either 
could be fliewn, without difadvantage to the general interefts 
of the empire^ He remarked, tjlat although the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had, in t{ie early part of his fpeech, 
talked of our continuing the intercourfe between 'Great Bri- 
tain and the Weft-lndia Iflands, as highly flattering, with a 
View to our navigation, towards the ejofe of it, he had been 
under the nece'ffity of admitting, that in refpeft of tonnage 
of fhipping employed, we had dinainifhed 8000 tons upon ^ 
comparifon of the year, with the preceding year. ' 

Wr. Gren- Mr. anfwdred, that be could venture to aflure 

yUIc. the noble Lord, that he had every reafon to believe that the 
flatements contained in the paper, from which he had fpoken, 
were accurate; and as t© the deficiency in refpeft to the 
quantity of tonnage of fliippiug employed, he begged the noble 
Lord to recoileft, that he had in his former fpeech declared, 
|:hat he ihduld projpfe ii mode of preventing the caufe 'pf th^ 

deficiency 
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deficiency from continuing. Byt without adverting to thiS| 
it was evident, that although we had not in 1786 ufed 
58,000 tons of fliipping, as in 1785, we had ufed 50,000 
tons, which employed fouf thoufand feamen, and was, on 
that account, a great and folid ground of fatisfaftion to the 
country. 

Mr. Demfjler obferved, that when he voted in favour of the M; DcmjN 
propofition, that the government of the trade with America 
ihould be veiled in His Majelly in Council, he felt fome re- 
lu£lance, being confeious that he refigned the powers of 
^hat Houfein an unconftitutional manner; but the unfettled 
condition of the United States of America and the peculiar 
circumftances of the times appeared to him to warrant fuch 
a refignation of his own right, as a member of Parliament, 
and to juftify that .conceflion. The cafe was, however, now 
difl'erent, and he faw no reafon why the Houfe lliould not ^ 
rcaffume their powers, and return as foon as poflible .to the 
exerciL of their own fundlions. Every friend to the Con- 
llitution, he conceived, mull feci with him upon the fubjeft, 
and as the perlbns who originally afleed for the afl, con- 
fefled themlelvesat the time, to be confeious that they were 
unavoidably obliged to delire what was obvioufly unconlli- 
tutional, he faw no reafon why they fliould not be as an- 
xious as himfelf to do that regularly by a6l of Parliament, 
which had hitherto been done irregularly by proclamation of 
the King in Council. 

Mr. Grenville contended, that the paffing an aft from 
year to year, equally fpoke the fenfe and caution of that 
Houfe, and of the Admin illration, upon the fubjeft ; and 
while America remained in the prefent unfettled ftate, it did 
not appear to him that the matter could, with any fort of 
public convenience, be better regulated. The conduft of 
the Privy Council was amenable to Parliament, and there- 
fore he law not any danger to the Conftitution from the bu- 
finefs continuing another year in their hands. 

Mr. Dempjler anfwered, that annual afts were no novelty. 

Why not, therefore, put the intercourfe between Great Bri- * 
lain and the Well-India Iflands, under the autliorityof an 
aft of Parliament? As to the United States of America, he 
had no objeftion to the matter refpefting them rerpaining in 
the hands of the Privy Council, till the government of the 
United States was fettled; but hecpuld not help being ot 
opinion, that the fooner the Houfe returned to the ancient 
praftice, and the Jefs tfiey trufted to the diferetion of the 
executive government, the better. 

The queftion was put and agreed to* 

Jhe Houf^ adjournedf ' 





Mr. Beau- 
foy* 


"fllr James 
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Tburfdayy i^th March. 

Mr. Beaufoy gave notice, that he ftiould^ on this day fort- 
night, move for leave to bring in a bill to repeal fuch part of 
thofe adks of parliament commot^Jy called the l eft and Cor- 
poration afts, as require the facrament to be adminiftered to 
all perfons prefented to certain civil offices. 

Tiie order of the day being read, 

The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, to confider farther of the feveral articles of charge 
of high crimes and mifdemeanors againft Warren Haftings, 
Efq. late Governor General of Bengal, and 

Mr. St. John took the Chair. 

y antes. Erjkine now rofe, and faid, that previous to the 
opening of the articles of .charge againft Mr. Haftings, on 
the fubjedl: of falaries and contr;i6ls, he mult beg leave to 
preinife to the Committee, that the matters which ne fhould 
take the liberty of fubmitting to their moft fenous confide- 
ration wpuld probably prove dry and unentertaining ; yet he 
hoped that Uieir intrinfic importance would palliate Oiat de- 
feft, and entitle them to a full and deliberate inveltigation. 
He had not the talk, affigned to perfons of fo much greater 
ability than himfelf, to paint the condition of defolated pro- 
vinces, of princes driven into exile, or abandoned to the ty- 
ranny of others; of princefles Ilript of their pofleffions, and 
opprelled by that government, which owed them prote6Hon : 
but it tvas his objeil to defcribe the mifcriefs of an internal 
government, of a diffipation of revenue, of a breach of 
orders, and of the grpfleft corruption. It was referved for 
him to explain how this bad management of affairs produced 
thofe very diftrefles, the remedying of which was pleaded 
as the caufe and the excufe for all the enormities, of which 
the perfon now accufed had been before jConvided. 

Adverting to the firft article of charge, Sir James Erlkine 
now mentioned thecontraft given to Alexander Johnfon, for 
providing bullocks for the ufe of the array. The Court of 
Dire&ors, he faid, had laid down as a fundamental regula- 
tion, that all contrads fhould be publicly advertifed, and 
the moft reafonable terms accepted; that thefe contrails 
fhould be gi veil from year to year; and that at the expira*^ 
tioii of eve^ry year advertifements fhould be iffued for new 
propofals. But in direct difobedience of thefe orders, Mr^ 
Johnfon had, in 1777, the contraft given to him for three 
years, and fo far from being concluded on the raoift reafona*^ 
ble terms, the expences were increafed to an enormous 
amount. Thus feven drivers v^ere allowed to every twelve 
bullocks; and though Mr. Haftings pleaded the requifition 
of Sir Eyre Coote for the augmeatation, yet tliQ numb:er of 

bullocks;! 
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bullocks charged for were 2,626 more than he demanded? and 
the difference between the expenditure on that and former 
contradis no lefs than 62,400!. This increafeof expence to 
the Company was made principally by an accumulation of 
falary to the contra£lor to^ the amount of 46>8ooI. per an-t 
nuin. And this was juflified by Mri Haftings on the autho- 
rity of a late member of that Houle, who was now no more, 

(Sir George WombweU). This gentleman had declared, 
that the public fervice was injured by too narrow a fpirit of 
treating with contraftors— but this was poor authority in 
fiich a cafe, for it could not l>e expelled, that fo great a- 
contrailor as he had been, would do'otherwife than approve 
a rich contradl. In addition to the 46,800!. which he had 
juft before ftated as the increafe of annual emolument to Mr. 
Alexander Johnfon, Mr. Crofts, who was in partnerfllip with 
him, had the grant of a victualling contract, which -was 
worth three thoufand two hundred pounds, and which made 
the whole amount an additional douceur of 50,000!. per an- 
num. In October this money had been fqueezed from Chelt 
Sing, and Mr. Haftings, who affigned for the nec^flity of 
that extortion, the diftrefles of the Company, found in 
April no better method of relieving thofe diftrefles, than by 
applying the money to the enriching of a perfon, who, as he 
meant afterwards to prove, was the agent of his. corrupt 
practices, and the confidant of tranfaCtions which ■ would 
not bear the light. 

The next article of charge on this fubjeCt, was a contraCt 
granted to George Tern pier for three, and afterwards ex-^ 
tended to five years, in defiance of orders, which were faid 
to be plain and unequivocal. This was not only made for 
a longer term than the rule laid down by the Directors fpe- 
cified, but with another propofal aCiually before the Board, 
nearly 30I. per cent, lower. By this contraCt, which was 
for feeding the elephants of the army, the Company were 
confiderable lofers. 

Sir James now animadverted upon the agency given to 
Mr. Bellie. This was for fupplying the garrifon at Fort 
William with military ftores,* and was granted at 30I. per 
cent, allowance on the prime colt of the ftores. Three mer- 
chants had been confulted at Calcutta, refpeCting what al- 
lowance might befufficient; and they had unanimoufly re-» 
ported it as their opinion, that 20I. p6r cent, would be equi- 
valent to the fervice, thus, including twelve for waftage, five 
for his trouble, and three for fervants and coolies. But Mr.. 

Haftings had declared that a lofs would accrue of 45I. per 
cent, and therefore that 20I. would not be fufficient, but 
that he fhouid allow him thirty pounds: and thus it was 
that for ftores purchafed with money advanced by the Com- 
pany, 
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pany, this agent was to have ten per cent, more than wai 
declared fufficient by a committee of merchants. Mr. Haf- 
tings had faid, that he preferred an agency to a contra 61 :> 
becaufe if it were to be performed by contraS, it muft theii 
be advertized^ and it would become a matter of public no- 
toriety what provifion was made for the defence of the fort J 
yet, in defiance of this principle, he in two years after con- 
Terted it into a contra^, without advertifing for propofals, 
and fixed it for the term of fi^ years; Mr. Bellie having 
reinonftrated that tlie indefinite i;erms of his agency had 
proved a lofs to him, notwithftanding that he had drawn 
1O5OO0I. out of 35,oool. expended, befidesthe difference be- 
tween tlie wholefale and retail price, which might amount 
to between two and three thoufand more. Among other 
>nfl:ance;3 of profufion in this contraft, he ftated, that out 
of a hundred and three rupees expended on account of the 
Company, ninety-nine w^ere charged for agency, wafiage, 
and other contingencfes. He next confidered the applica- 
tion of this expenditure; and maintained, that a fupply of 
warlike^ ftores of a perilhable nature at Fort William was 
much of the fame ufe, as it would be at the Tower of Lon- 
don ! He was apprehenfive, that if thofe fcanclalous and 
enormous tranfadlions were fuffered to pafs without cen- 
cenfure, it might be ere£ted into a precedent, which would 
warrant the placing of navy vi6luallers and agents in every 
fea-pdrt tliroughout the kingdom. It was maiiifellly a job 
of the moil corrupt nature ; for what could be a llronger 
inftance of corruption, than lavifliing the revenues of the 
Company 6n one, with whom Mr. Haftings had fo inti- 
mate a connexion ? He could _not furely plead his poverty, 
which had been fpoken of in a manner calculated to excite 
the ridicule of the Houfe, as an excufe for all thefe devia- 
tions from the dilinterefted condudl which became a Gover- 
nor. His difintereftednefs had indeed been boafted of; but 
he feared it was like that of father Dominic ; and that when 
a gift, from its magnitude, could not be any longer concealed, 
it Would be found, though he had not openly taken the 
bribe, yet that he had fome fnng pocket or bag, into which 
it might be flipped without difficulty. In his prefent Hate 
of poverty, h6 might be compared to the Grand Almoner of 
India, begging charitable donations from all the native 
Princes, to fill the coffers of his matters, and, like other aL 
moners, brought difgrace on his matter. 

The next contract which he fhould beg leave to fubmit 
to the confideration of the Committee, was one concluded 
in 1777, for an armed veffel to be maintained for the pilot- 
age of Chittigong river, and for the defence of the Coatt i 
tills fervice ooujd not be executed without the greateft de- 
triment. 
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triment, and perhaps the total ruin of the contractor ; and 
therefore he was placed in a fituation to be tempted by mo- 
tives of private intereft to negleCl his duty. The farming 
the defence of a river was, he contended, wholly unprece- 
dented, and calculated only to enrich the contractor at the 
expence of the India Company. Mr. Haftings had, in his 
defence on this charge, urged that the contraCl was made 
juftly and oeconomically ; now this was precifely what was 
moft to be dreaded; that the oeconomy of "the contradlor 
fhould prevent him from difcharging the fervice w^hich he 
had undertaken to perform. 

Sir James now proceeded to a review of the contradl 
granted to the Surgeon General, which (he faid) was made 
in direct oppofition not only to the principle with refpeCt 
to the duration of contracts, but alfo to a particular order 
of the Court of Directors. To make a furgeon a contrac- 
tor, and that for the medicines and diet which he was to 
provide for the patients under his hands — to firm out the 
care of men’s lives was, furely, an unprecedentejJ and a 
moft dangerous abufe, befides being an infringement of the 
pofitive orders given by the Directors ; but thefe were ut- 
terly defpifed by Mr. Haftings : he remained in his govern- 
ment, unawed by any apprehenfions of future inquiry, 
damnatus tniquo judiciOy and appealing from the mandates pf 
his employers to the fuperior authority of his own difcre- 
tion. 

The next article was the Poolbundy contraCI, graifted to 
Archibald Frafer, Efq. in 1778, for the repairs of pools 
and banks in the province of BurJwan for two years, at 
the rate of 120,000 ficca rupees for the firft year, and 80,00a 
for the fecond year : this, befides the irregularity which it 
had in common with the other contraCls, of being made at 
firft for two years, and afterwards extended for three more» 
in oppofition to the regulation of the DireClors, was clogged 
with the farther ftipulation, that Mr. Frafer was permitted 
to make dobunds or additional repairs at the charge of the 
Company; thefe dobunds^ he underftood, , were banks placed 
behind the old ones, as a farther reinforcement in cafe of 
weaknefs. Now he fubmitted to the Committee, whether 
this permiflion of making dobunds at difcretioh, and cliar- 
ging the government with the expence, would not be a 
temptation to a man of an interefted turn of mind to let 
the old banks want repair, that he might derive advantage 
from the making of new ones ? Here was a double profpeCk 
of advantage, which every mah was not capable of refifting. 
This very (ervice, for which fuch large emoluments were 
granted to Mr. Frafer, had been before executed for 2^^000 
rupees per annitm by the Jjlajab of the diftriCl ; but the ad- 
VouXXh 3K ditione 
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ditions to Mr. FrafePs contrail it was difficult to account 
for. He was the near relation of Sir Elijah linpey; the 
fpotlefs gentleman who difpatched affidavits to England for 
the dnhocent purpofe of clearing himfelf from the lligma of 
taking a mercenary fhare in the c^ntradt holden by his clofe 
ally, Mr. Fraier: probably thefe affidavits were the firft 
efforts of Sir Elijah’s mufe; his palloral effays; his fongs \n 
ripas €t Jiumina^ previoufly to his rufliing forward into the 
field of epic attellations, and fnging xhtpn^Iia et reges; the 
wars in Benares, and tlie rebellion in Oude ! Sir Elijah in- 
deed wrote many letters, and fent frequent inilrudfions to 
his relation on this fiibje 61 ; and thefe indeed were far from 
being unneceffary ; for having declaied Mr. Frafer unfit to 
fill the office of a coroner, he had devoted him to the office 
of an engineer. Expatiating next upon the nature of Mr. 
Auriors agency for the i’upply of fort St. George, Bombay, 
and St. Helena with rice and other articles, Sir fames ob- 
ferved, that a lucrative bargain was granted to this gentle- 
man by^the Governor General on thefe particulars at a time 
when the Company were in the utmofl: diftrefs for money, 
and every department in arrear. By the terms of it he was 
nilowed 15 percent, on the whole of his dilburfements, and 
therefore became iuterelled to make them as large as pofiible. 
The confecjuence was, that at-Bombay the prefidency com- 
plained of being diarged with nine rupees a bag for rice, at 
a time when they could themfelves have contraded for its 
delivery at five rupees and three fixteenths per bag ; and 
that even at Madras, w here tlie diftrefs was greateft, thofe 
w'ho had private fupplies, got it at nj percent, lefs than 
that fupplied from the agent’s ftores. — "I’his lucrative bar- 
gait!, at the expence of an impoverifhed Public, was faid 
to be granted in confequence of his long and faithful fer- 
vices. But was this a method to reward a man for fervices, 
by an agency, which in one year, his cornmiffion being 
charged, not only on the prime coft of the rice, but on the 
freight and all other particulars, would amount to 26,800 
pounds; or at leaft, as Mr. Auriol himfelf acknowledged, 
to more tlian 18,000 pounds. — But of thefe expenditures it 
appeared, by the papers which were produced, that no 
vouchers were required to be given, but upon honour ; and 
he did not wonder, that on fuch terms Mr. Auriol offered 
to fupply the reft of the Company’s fettlements in India.-— 
The paffing of accounts upon honour was* peculiar to India; 
as indeed lionour there was of a peculiar nature; it dreaded 
the produiSliou of proof, had a great abhorrence to being 
confronted with truth, and Ihrunk, like the fenfitive plant, 
irom the touch of curiofity ! 

Sir'James now proceeded to a.confideration of the reve- 
nues 
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nues and civil eftablilliments : the civil eftahli/hment alone, 
exclufive of all the military expences, had increafed from 
1776 to 1785, tlie period of the government of Mr. Haf- 
tings, no Jefs than 633,000 pounds per annum; nor was the 
want of wifdom in his arrangements inferior to that of eeco- 
nomy* I'he prefident of the board of revenue had only 
10,000 pounds, while an inferior member had 18,000 pounds 
a year. Mr. Anderfon, who was firft member of the board 
of revenue ere6led by Mr. Haftings, had his falary without 
being obliged to do any duties of the office; but was ap- 
pointed amhaffador to Madagee Scindia, with an increafe to 
his falary of 4280 pounds. Indeed the fiilaries and the duties 
were generally diftin£t, and he could confider this appoint- 
ment of Mr. Anderfon in no other light than he would 
the nomination of one of our minifters to a foreign embafly, 
at the fame time he was to have the falary and emoluments 
attached to the office of the firft Lord of the Treafury. 

Sir James next inveftigated the augmentation of Sir Eyre 
Coote’s I'alary ; and to this he requefted the ferious attention 
of the Committee, as the moll flagrant inftance of the con- 
tempt of authority and violation of orders that any man 
commiflioned to a6l for others co^p be capable of. The 
Court of Diredlors had given the ffibft pofitive injundlions, 
that the falary of the commander in chief vfhould not ex- 
ceed 6,000 pounds per ann. notwithllanding which Mr. Haf- 
tings, by his own authority, and contrary to the intention 
of his employers, made an addition to it of 18,000 pounds 
a year, befides the 10,000 pounds which were his due as a 
member of the fupreme council. No fooner had the Court 
of Direflors heard of this extraordinary allowance than they 
wrote to reprimand Mr. Haftings for his difobedience, and 
to order, in the moll peremptory manner, that it Ihould 
immediately be difeontinued. Mr. Haftings paid no atten*^ 
tion to this fecond intimation of the Diredtors, which pro- 
duced a third order; and this third was equally difregarded 
with the two former: all that Mr. Haftings did, was, to 
charge tlie extraordinary allowance he thought proper to 
grant to Sir Eyre Coote to the Nabob Vizier of Oude, by 
which he added an infra6lioii of treaties, and an illegal ex- 
tortion from a prince in alliance with the Company, to his 
difobedience of orders. As to the defence made by Mr. 
Haftings on this head, it was an aggravation of the charge; 
it was a wretched fubterfuge to plead that he could not 
bear the inhuman thought of taking from Sir Eyre Coote 
his falary, when he wa§ reduced to the greateft imbecility 
from the hardfhips whicl) he had fuffered in the fervice; for 
the commander in chief had remarked concerning himfeJf, 
that ‘‘ he had one foot in the grave, and thq other op dhe 
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fide of it*’’ It' was ^ libel on the memory of that gallant 
officer to infinuate, as he had done, that he would not have 
marched into the Carnatic, and difcharged his duty to the 
Company cheerfully, without that great augmentation of 
his income. His profufion alfo, iSiid his arbitrary affumption 
of authority, were no lefs confpicuous in the continuation 
bf the allowance of 13,000 pounds per ann. to General Stib- 
hert, after he was fuperfeded in his command by Sir Eyre 
Coote’s arrival ; that allowance being granted to him only 
while he had the command of the army. 

Sir James now took up the laft article of the charges in 
its relation to the opium contraf): : this was granted, like 
others, in oppofition to the fundamental rules of the go- 
vernment. Mr. Haftings gave the contraft in 1777 to John 
Mackenzie for three years, without advertifmg for propo- 
fals, and contrary to the orders of the Court of Direc- 
tors, that the monopoly of that article Ihould be left to the 
Board of Trade. This tranfadlion was condemned by the 
Directors, though a claufe was inferted, by which it was 
left open to the Dire( 5 lors to annul the contraft at the ex- 
piration of the firft or fecond year : Mr. Haftings entered 
into a juftification of jj||^at he thought might be fpecioufly 
defended, and the refflme w’holly omitted. Thus, he ac- 
knowledged having grated the contract to Mr. Mackenzie, 
but contended that it'W$s not, and could not be, for any 
corrupt end : that genjtleman, lie had urged, was not among 
the number of his frieiids, and therefore it could not be his 
intention to ferve him^at the expence of the Company ; but 
perhaps he might be permitted to hint to Mr. Haftings, that 
it may as well fuit the purpofes of corruption to buy off 
an enemy as to engage a friend. He next entered into a 
difeuffion of Mr. Haftings’ defence on the opium contraft 
granted to Mr. Sulivan : he argued, that if the other was 
cenfurable, this was infinitely more fo ; the circumftances 
in both were not the fame; as in the latter inftance, the 
contrail was granted for a longer term without any propo* 
fals' whatever in writing, and without the fame refervation 
in favour of th^ Direitofs. Sir James Erfl^ine went mi- 
nutely into a view of ajl the circumftances of aggravation 
in this laft proceeding; and particularly inftanced the fale of 
it fojt 52,000 pounds, as a proof that it was granted on the 
moft' corrupt and venal principle. ' At length, recapitulating 
all his former ground of argument, and dwelling upon the 
magnitude 'and' importance of the charge, which called for 
the moft ferious interpofition of government, he concluded 
by alledging that it would not be imagined on this occafion, 
that the merits of the Governor General were fuch as Ihould 
be pleaded in extenuation, or in dired oppofition to the 
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charge. He trufted that he had faid enough to prove the 
contrary. It could not indeed be denied, tluit fome of 
thofe periods in which the contra6)ts had been ^nade, were 
times of difficulty and embarraflment ; but thole diftrelTes 
and embarraffments were of his own creating. To excufe 
a criminal for extricating himfelf out of difficulties he was 
into by profligacy and corruption, was a principle in 
which a minifter of this country could never be juftified, 
and which could not be applied .with advantage in the pre- 
fent buiinefs. He went over the different eftimates of the 
Ioffes fullained by the Public in confequence of Mr. Raf- 
tings’ profulion, which he flated, for a period of years, to 
amount to 590,000 pounds in the extravagance of contracts, 
and an annual lofs of 600,000 pounds in the increafe on the 
eftablifliment. He begged the Committee earneftly to con- 
fider the dangerous defigns with which he had fo lavilhed 
the money of the Company, whilll he was increafing his 
own influence both here and in the Indies, and having at 
the fame time a fpirit bold enough to execute the moft vio- 
lent and unjuft ifiable excefles, and an extraordinasy impu- 
dence in attempting to defend them. — He feripufly appealed 
to thofe members who were propfietors of Eaft-India flock, 
not to omit this opportunity oCrevenging themfelves for 
many injuries they had fo conft^ntly and uniformly fuftain- 
ed ; he implored the Dire<fIors to reicue themfelves from the 
difgraceful charge which fo long was attached to them, of 
a bafe and fervile acquiefcence in the power and influence of 
a man fo juftly fignalized for his cruelty and oppreflion. 
He implored every member generally, who felt for the ho- 
nour, dignity, and juftice of the Houfe of Commons, to 
affert it in this inftance; and having before their eyes the 
moft inconteftible proofs of internal profufion and profii- 

f acy, they would not fuffer him to go up to the Houfe of 
.ords and alledge as merits an4 fervices, actions which were 
fo clearly and lb evidently demonftrated to be crimes a*nd 
mifdemeanors : they had already convi6ted him of fuch of- 
fences as muft infallibly bring him before the fuperior and 
ultimate tribunal of the Houfe of Lords. The allegations 
indeed of the former charges were of the deepeft fpecies of 
guilt ; and the Houfe, inr their votes upon the feveral prece- 
ding delinquencies charged againll Mr. Haftings, he was 
willing to own, had refeued their country from a preffure of 
odium ; but if they fuffered him to efcape, on all or any of 
the charges this night moved againll him, they would fall 
fliort of their obj eft, and have fcotched the fnake, not 
killed it !” He theii mpved, That this Committee ha- 
ving taken the faid charges into canfideration, and heard 
evidence thereon^ were of opinion that they contained 

fufficient 
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iufEcient matter to impeach Warren Haftings, Efq. of 

high crimes and mifdemeanors V’ 

Mr. Chancellor Pin obfervcd, that he rofe thus early in 
the dehate, in hopes tliat what he liacl to fuggeft might prove 
the means of bringing the quellion to a more narrow and de- 
terminate point, and confccjuently of rtiortening in fome 
degree the debate upon its nature. He believed the chief 
ohje^TI: ef thofe who brought forward the profecution was to 
coniine and limit it to fuch faffs as fltould not only be of 
evident criminality, and capable of fubftantial proof, when 
bf ought before the final tribunal, but alfo fuch as were of a 
defcription and magnitude fufficient to warrant that depar- 
ture from the urfiform and genera! praffice of jurifprudence 

this country, which was intended on the prefent occafion.. 
ii! this view he luid confulered the charge jull: opened by the 
5ionourrd)!e Baronet, and had divided it into three diftinfk 
pans; the firfi relating 10 the extravagant terms of the cori- 
traffs, and the violation of the ordeis irom the Company in 
nuiking them ; the fecond referring to the increaied I'alary of 
hirLyre Coote, and the faddling a Prince, an ally of tlie 
t'ompany, with ilie payment of that falary ; and the third, 
the unwarrantable exxeis . of the civil expenditure in his 
adminiilration. With regard to the contraffs, there were 
fome of them in themfelves fo infignificant as not to be en- 
titled to any dlfcufiion whatfoever ii\ Parliament, with a 
view to ini|)eac]uncnt ; and otliers were fo circumfianced in 
point, of time, as to be extremely unfit to be made a ground 
of criminal cliarge againfi: Mr. Hafiings. On this head, he 
called the attention of the Committee to the fituation Mr. 
llailiiigs had been in, at and fince tlie time when the chief 
part ot the conrra6ls had come firft under the confideration 
fd' t]}e DireClors, and had, it was true, been cenliired by 
them, lifter tivat cenfure, tltey had become objetts of par- 
iiamentai y iiujuiry. And what had been the refult of that 
inquiry r W itli refpedt to. Mr. Hafiings, they had not at all 
operated to his prejudice; for, fubfequent to thefe inquiries, 
he liad bedn thought worthy of repeated parliamentary ap- 
pointments to his fituation in India. How then would it 
appear, if Parliament, after having examined the grounds of 
thechargeagainfiMr.Haftings, and r\ptwithfiaiiding fuch exa- 
mination, having appointed him exprefsly, and by name, to 
a very liigli and confidential fiation, fliould aftewards, with- 


* The account of th<s debate muft have bpen drawn out into a 
Iciiath cxtrch'jely ' adverfe to our purpofe of introcjucing as much in- 
ter«i(ling variety of matter into a number at poHiblc, had we fwcllc4 
this fpecch with paflagc* from the Charges, to which, as they arc 
publiihed by Mr. i)ebfett, the reader can at any time refer* 
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out ajiy new documents agninft him, make thofe very ar- 
ticles the fubjeft of a criminal cliarge, which before they 
had not confidered even as a difqualification to a renewal 
of a great and important truft. Still he faid, that out of 
the fevetal contratfis ftated by the honourable Baronet, feme 
were an exception to the rule which he had laid down, and 
which, though completed previous to thofe parliamentary 
appointments of Mr. Haftings, were yet fo circuinftanced 
as to be completely exempt from tlie reafon he had given 
why the others Ihould not now be confidered as grounds of 
charge ngainll: him. Mr. Pitt now went over the feveral 
contradfs, one by one, pointing out, either from their dates 
previous to Mr. Haftings’ being ajipointed or re-appointed by 
adl; of Parliament to the Government Generallhip of Ben- 
gal, or from their more immediate intrinfic qualities, as 
their incontiderablenefs, their propriety, or their neceffity, 
either that they were not criminal at all, or, if fo, were not 
criminal in a degree fufficient to w'arrant a proceeding by im- 
peachment, or elfe that there had intervened, hnee tint time 
in which they took place, fuch circumftances as amounted to 
a trial, and either an acquittal or a pardon of Mr. Plaftings. 
In tliis cafe, he mentioned the firft bullock contradf ftated 
in the charge, which he obferved was, even if admitted to 
its full extent, not of fufficient importance to merit any dif- 
cuflion, and was, befides, completed a long while before Mr. 
Haftings’ re-apj)ointment, the whole of the circiimftanccs be- 
ing at the time of fuch re-appointment fufficienrly known, 
fo that it clearly came under the diftindlion wdth refpedl: to 
date. The marine contraft, and that for embanking the 
river of Cliittigong, were alfo within the fame defeription 
in point of dates, in tliemf ‘Ives fo trifling, that lie was fnre 
the gentlemen who brought forward the charge did not wifl\ 
to reft the ilTue of their inquiry on fuchobjedls* He Ihould 
therefore content himfelf with obferving, that he by no 
means looked upon them as fit articles to compofe a charge 
for an impeacliment ; but on that for embanking the river, 
he ftiould contend, that there was by no means any ground 
for thofe collateral conclufions which the honourable Baro- 
net had drawn ; nor were the circumftances and fadis relative 
to that tranfadlion exadlly correfpondent to tlie ftatement 
made of them hy the honourable Baronet. In the firft place, 
the honourable Baronet had ftated that tlie accounts of the 
expence of that work were fworn to by Mr. Frazer, the con- 
tradlor, although he was not perfonally acquainted with the 
ftate of them ; whereas tlie fadlwas, (and he referred to the 
exprefs documents) that the proper affidavits had been made 
by perfons who had the immediate fuperintendaneq anddn- 
fpedlioii of thofe departments to which their affidavits went. 

The 
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The honourable Baipnet had alfo dwelt much on the idea 
that this Qontraft for the repairing the banks had been a cor- 
rupt job of Sir Elijah Impey’s for the purpofeof gratifying 
his friend Mr. Frafer, and had ftated, as an evidence of this 
guilt, that he and Mr. Haftings had come forward with a 
voluntary juftification before any charge had been made 
againfl: them. Whether they were guilty or not, he fhould 
not at prefent attempt to argue, but would remind the ho- 
nourable Baronet, that on the occafion of that contradl be- 
ing entered into, an honourable gentleman who fat oppofite 
to him, and who was then a member of the Council of Ben- 
gal, had thought proper to write home to the Diredlors his 
ideas on the TuhjedV, and had in his letter made the charge 
now alluded to in the ftrongeft terms againfl Sir Elijah Im- 
pey, imputing to him the procuring, and to Mr. Haftings 
for granting the contradl in quell ion, the mofl corrupt and 
unjuftifiable motives. In order then to confute this accufa- 
tioir, but not merely voluntarily, as had been ftated by the 
honourable Baronet, Mr. Frafer made an aflSdavit, flating, 
that he had firft conceived the idea of undertaking this bu- 
finefs — hadconfulted his friends upon it, and after having, 
by their advice, and his own confideration, determined upon 
undertaking it, he had applied to Sir Elijah Impey, as his 
patron, for his confent that he Ihould fend in a propofal for 
it to the Council.” — He therefore cautioned the Committee 
how they fuffered themfelves to be fwayed hy the int6cpre- 
tation of this tranfadlion, into an evidence of guilt, and put 
it to them to determine whether the charge made againfl: 
them was not fufEcient to ftimulate them to take fteps for 
their own juftification, without affording any prefumption 
that thofe fteps, and the anxiety they felt on the occafion 
proceeded, as had been infiiauated, from a confeioufnefs of 
guilt. He next adverted to the elephant contrail:, and here 
he obferved, that although the Company very properly fent 
out pofitive inftruilions to their fervants, yet thofe inftruc- 
tlons, coming from perfons totally unacquainted with the 
immediate circumftances of affairs in that country, were to 
be conftrued liberally, and a latitude allowed to thofe who 
were to ail under them, to accommodate them to fuch ac- 
cidental fituations, and coiifiderations as might occur, at the 
moment, and oh the fpot. Were this not to be done, the 
worft confequences might happen by a blind ohfervance of 
inftruflions, framed in ignorance of the real ftate of the 
fervice, and calculated for circumftances and fituations which 
no longer exifted. He certainly admitted that it was right 
and proper on almoft every occafion, to give notice of all con- 
traits whatfoever, that fo thofe who made them might have 
the choice of a number of propofal s, and, be able to clofe 
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with that which was mbft advantageous ; but, flill, to this 
rule there might be an exception; and as to the time\>f the 
duration of contra6ls, be contended, that although many 
contra6ls might, with fafety and prudence, be entered into 
for a year, yet there’ were others, which, from their nature, 
could not be undertaken with any fort of prudence or pro- 
priety for fo /hort a time. For inftance, when the commo- 
dity to be contraiied for required a great capital, and much 
preparation, an extenfive credit and correfpondence, where 
it was of a periflbable nature, or of fuch as if it lay upon 
hands after the determination of the contradi, could not find 
an cafy or advantageous fale, in fuch cafes as this, it woOld 
be by no means advifable to enter into contradls for a very 
fliort period of time; for fuch contra61:s muft unavoidably 
be attended with great want of ceconomy. — Mr. Idaftings 
had fairly, come to ilFtie on that principle, where in his de- 
fence he had ftated, that, “ according to his conftruftion of 
the Company’s orders, they never were nor could be 
meant in any infiance to leave their adminiftration in India 
wdthout an option. At fuCh a diflance from flie Parent 
State, the government on the fpot muft he veiled with 
a difcretioriary power; but where pofitive orders were fentj^ 
when thofe orders were difobeyed, and the reafons alGgn- 
ed for fuch difobedience vrere not fatisfailory, cenfure or 
punilhment invariably ought to follow.” On this prin- 
ciple, (Mr. Pitt added) he fliould wifli to confider the feveral 
parts of the prefent charge. With regard then to the con- 
tradt for elephants, he obferved, that although there might 
poffibly have been fome profufion in that, and in all the 
other mentioned contradfs, and he by no means meant to 
enter into that difeuffion, with refpedl to any of the articles 
which he wiflied to exclude from the charge, (their degree, 
and the period in which they took place, berng what he was 
chiefly governed by) yet there was no proof whatfoever that 
fuch profufion exifted in the prefent inftance.* Although the 
honourable Baronet had flated~the former price for the keep- 
ing of elephants, at forty rupees each, and that agreed for 
by Mr. Haftings at feventy, and had from thence inferred, 
that there was a fquandering of thirty rupees for each, yet 
that ftatem-ent was by no means to be taken literally, as, in 
fadf, there was not only the difference fo ftated in tlie charge 
for .the fervice, but alfo another very material difference in. 
the fervice itfelf. When the price was at- forty rupees, it 
was only for the bare maintenance of theelephant; but, wfien; 
it was raifed to feventy,* it was fpr tphe animal itfelf, as well 
as for his keeping; for, in thelaft inftance, the contrardtor 
was to find the elephants bimfelf* The honourable Baroi^et 
dwelt much 0|i circufnfta3ce of the elephants at 
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that time in the poflefBon of the Company being given up 
to the contraSor; but befides that, the number of thofe 
was e)Cceedingly .finall, (only thirteen out of reventy)Jn 
comparifo'^ with the number to be kept up, it was, were the 
proportion otherwiie, a very prudent policy to transfer the 
adlual property in the animals to the perfon who was to have 
the management and care of them. But it had been flated, 
that the double contrail, both for the elephants and their 
keeping, might have been made for forty rupees a piece, and 
that a propolal to that elFedl had been delivered in and re- 
jedied. This faft was only fub flan t rated by a letter from Ge- 
neral Clavering to the Court of Diredlors, complaining of 
the exorbitancy of the terms agreed upon with Mr. Tem- 
plar, and Hating that there was a perfon who would have 
contradled for the whole fervice on the terms alluded to. 
I>ut, with every degree of refpedl for General Clavering’s 
memory, he could not conllder fuch evidence as fufficient to 
warrant that Houfe to a£t upon it. There appeared no fuch 
propofal on the face of the con fultat ions, and if fuch apio- 
pofal had* been formally made, it did not appear upon what 
ground it bad been rejedled. It might poflibly have been 
afl<ed, what capital was the perfon making the propolal pof' 
ieflW of ? What credit was he in? What fecurity could lie 
give for the performance of his engagement, fhould his 
terms be complied lyith ? All tbefe queftions might have been 
alked, and if no fatjsfadlory anfwer had been given them, it 
would, fo far from being criminal to rejedl them, have been 
highly culpable to have embraced them. There was befides 
a circumftance attending this contrail, which evidently 
jhewed it to be free from that degree of criminality which 
was imputed to it. This was, that the honourable gentle- 
man oppofite to him (Mr. Francis) had been prefent at the 
coniultations in which it had been concluded upon, and, in- 
Head of coinciding with General Clavering, had joined in 
opinion witli Mr. Haftings. On this part of the charge, 
tlierefore, he was by no means inclined to impute any degree 
of guilt whatsoever to Mr. Haftings. With refpedt to the 
lecpnd bullock contract in 1779, however of a very 

dizTerent ojdnion, a' that was evidently made upon a mofi ex- 
travagant icale. The tilual rate for the keeping of thofe cattle 
had been, for no one apparent reaibn whatlbover, iincon- 
icionably increafed. It had been increafed in feveral different 
ways, by changing the denomination of the rupees from the 
lower to the higlier denomination, and by aholifhing a dl- 
ftin6lion which had hitherto taken place between the fervice 
within the provinces and without the plovinces, and another 
diftinflion between the times of acSlual employment and of 
idlenefe. To the terms of this contrad4here had been a very 

ftrenuoUwS 



A. 1787* D E B A T E S. 

ftrenuous ojppofitipn in the Council, and the members had 
entered their reafons at length, and very fatisfa6borily, for* 
their difapprobation ; and to thofe reafons no anfwer had been 
given by Mr. Haftings, but he had fimply contented himfelf 
vi^ith declaring, that he had very juftifiable and fufficient mo- 
tives for oppofing the wifhes of his Council, which at that 
particular period he was ilot prepared to ftate. The execu- 
tive government at home, and the Directors of the India 
Company, had ‘given him credit for this aflcrtion ; and fo 
doing, the circumftance, open as it was thus conceived to 
jiiftitication, was not counted of^H^nfaquence enough to 
prevent his iuhfequent re-appointment. But that rci-^ppoint- 
ment having taken place while yet it was fuppofed that Mr. 
Haftings might have the means of juftification, by ftating 
his reaions fo promifed in his hands, and therefore the whole 
of his guilt, to whatevet extent it might exift, not having 
been before the Houfe, it could not be implied that that 
Houle had acquitted him of it. Had any reafons been fince 
offered, he ftiould think thofe ought now to be fully weigh- 
ed, before any determination fliould be come to by the Houfe 
on the fubjedl; but, as none had been affigned, tile naked 
fadf of the contradl, impeached as it was by the reafons af- 
ftgned in oppofition to it, and unfupported by the promifed 
vindication, was evidently highly cenfurable, and, asfuch, 
called loudly for the animadverllon of the Houfe. On that 
ground, therefore, among others, which he (hould ftate be- 
fore lie fat down, he fliould, in partatleaft, vote with th(? 
honourable Baronet on the prefent occafion. , 

As to the Contradl for fupplying Fort William with thene- 
ceffary ftores and prbvifions in cafe it fhould be befieged, he 
entertained a very different opinion. The gentleman who, in 
the Council, hadoppofed that meafure, had g 4 ven as bis rea^ 
fon, an argument drawn from an analogy to the fervlce in 
Europe, by ftating that he knew of nogarrifon belonging to 
His Majefty in this quarter of the world which it was thought 
neceffary to keep in a ftate of preparation for a fiege in point 
of vidlualling, except Gibraltar. In this exception, that gen- 
tleman had unfortunately fallen upop an example the moft in 
point againft himfelf which was pofiiblefor him to fele<£l* Fort 
William was in Afia, as Gibraltar in Europe; the very place, 
which, of all others, from its fituation and its uncommon va-* 
lue, would be the moft liable to an attack from an enemy. 
Mr. Pitt ridiculed the idea thrown out by Sir James Erfkine, 
that the fupplying Fort William with ftores againft a fiege 
was an inftance of a parallel abfurdity, with the keeping the 
Tower of London in a conftant ftate of preparation~and he 
recommended it to the honourable Baronet to appeal to an 
boiourable gentleman befide him (Mr. Francis) to learn what 
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wa$ the ft^e of his mind, on tKijt occafion. He would, then 
fend, that in tlwt honourable gentleman’-s opinion, the idea of 
nn attack on Fort William wus not quite fo vifionary as a 
iiege of the Tower of London. That honourable gentlemari 
had expreffed the inoft violent fears, and was warm \ii his re- 
monftrances to have it properly fupplied for fuch an event; 
nay, when Mr. Flaftings propofed to relieve tjie C^niatic, 
>vlien threatened with a moft alarming approach of famine. 
To quick were that hohonrable gentleman’s apprehenfions for 
Fort William, that he oppofed the fendihg of provifions to 
Madras, left, by'fo do^g, Fprt William, Ihould be left un- 
provided for the impen^g danger of a fiege. Mr. Pitt, now 
proceeded to clifcufs that part of the charge which related to 
Mr. Avuiofs coiitriuSl for the fupplyofthe fettlements on the 
Carnatic. Tlie clrcumftances of that tranfaftion were, he faid, 
of fucb a iinture as merited the moft liberal and indulgent dif- 
pofirion in judging of them, as they formed the moft brilliant 
epoch of Mr. Haltings’ adminiftrntion. — Mr. Haftings, hav- 
ing been apprized of the drend.^ul ftate of Madras and Its de- 
pendencies, of the imminent and immediate danger w^hich they 
were in^ of being ahfolutely deftroyed by famine, with a 
promptitude, a celerity, and an eftedl which did him the 
higheft honour, and was of the moft beneficial confi queuce to 
all our ‘Indian poffeflions, determined upon tbeir relief.-— 
What, then, would the honourable Baronet, and they who 
fupparted the charge, have wifhed Mr. Haftings to do? 
Would they dire6I him, at the moment when the very ex- 
iftence of the Carnatic wajj at (take, when the lives of his 
countrymen, and the poflelTions of his employers depended on 
his fpirit and difpatch, to hefitate to fend them the means of 
prefervation, untjl he fhould diicover the cheapeft method by 
which thofe means were to be procured ? Was he to publilh to 
the enemies of the 'Company, and of Great Britain, that a 
tnort valuable paitof our territory was likely to be a prey to 
and to point out the means of intercepting the fupplies 
\vhich he was about to fend them ? No, the very nature of the 
cafe impofed upon him the neceflity of violating the ftrift line 
bf obedience to the Company’s orders; and the only queftions 
remaining were thofe which had been fo much dwelt Upon by 
the' honourable Batonet. As to the queftion how far Mr. 
Awriol was a fit peffon to be employed in the agericy ? And 
whether the profits which had been allowed were exorbi- 
tant? In the firft place, he muft confefs, that although a de- 
fervihg perfonj and one who had condudled himfelf in a confi- 
dential fituation, as Mh Alifiol had done under Mr. Haftings in 
fuch a manner as to give pe'rfeft fatisfa6lion, might appeal^ 
Entitled to fome fignal lewaVd', yet he, by no means, thought 
it ab eligiblfe thing to Confer upon fiich a perfon fucha reward; 
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as that which had been beftoweU on Mr. Auriol by this con- 
tra6l. Still, however, thebeftowing it upon him had no ap- 
pearance of corruptionT— for, at all events, the agency mud 
have been given to fome perfon, and to whomfoever it yvas 
given, it muft have , been beneficial.— Mr. Pitt then pointed 
out the proportional profits arifing to Mr. Auriol, anJargued 
that they were by no means fuch as they were Hated by the 
honourable Baronet; nor, confidering the circumflances of 
the cafe, and comparing them to other analogous fervices, at 
all exorbitant. Mr. Auriol’s difficulties in the execution of 
the agency were extremely great — h^ laboured under a heavy 
intereft for a great part of his capital, ran great rifk from the 
vicinity of an enemy’s fleet on the coaft, and in confequence 
of that circumftance, the expence of freight, was prodigioufly 
increafed. He compared the profits of Mr. Auriol, under all 
thofe circumflances of difficulty, with the profits of a fubfe- 
quent contra£lcr for the fame article, when no fuch circum- 
itances exifted, and ffiewed that thofe of Mr. Auriol bore 
only a proportion to thofe of the other perfon, of about 
feven and three quarters, to li^ and a half. He put this 
to the gentlemen on the other fide, whether it was a»tranfac- 
tion of fuch a nature, under all its circumflances, as could 
bear that compledlion of guilt which they imputed to it. The ' 
honourable Baronet had flated, that, notwithflanding the, 
Company had fent out orders for a very confiderable reduc- 
tion to be made in the rate of agency allowed to Mr. Auriol, 
yet, that reducStion had only taken place on the bare article 
of freight. In the way the honourable Baronet had reprefent- 
ed this circumftance, doubtlefs the reduction fo made muft, 
appear to the Committee as a mere trifle, but when he flated 
the real fail, he believed gentlemen would fee it in a very dif- 
ferent point of view. The real fail then was, that the rice 
was, at that time, fold for two rupees per hag, whereas the 
freight to Madras was five rupees, fo that the red u6l ion went 
to five parts out of feven of the whole undertaking, and, 
therefore could by no means be confidered in that trifling and 
infignificant light in which it was attempted to be (hewn by 
the honourable Baronet. On this ground, he (hould, for the 
feveral reafons which he had flated, the neceffity, ifnd even 
the merit of the meafure itfelf, the apparent rcafonablenefs of 
the terms on which it was executed^ and the infignificance of 
the tranfgreffion (if any did ailually exift) withhold his con- 
tent to the motion in its prefent ftiape, as it involved this 
tranfadlion, in itfelf by no means criminal, with others virhich 
were (as he confidered them) highly reprehenfible. 

On the fubjedl of the opium contrails, he in a great mea- 
sure agreed with the honourable Baronet. For, though he did 
pot confider the firft of thofe contr^ds as cenfureable at pre- 
sent, 
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fent, as (if improper at all) coming under the defcrjptton of 
thole tranfadions, which, from the time in whicli they hap*- 
pened, and the circumftances which had fince taken place, 
ought to be put entirely opt of the quedion in the pr^Xent 
proceeding. He*then entered into a difcuffion of certain fug- 
geftions which had fallen from Sir James Erikine, as if this 
cohtradl had been given. by Mr. Haliings to Mr. Mackenzie, 
in order to conciliate to his intereft a noble Earl to whom Mr. 
Mackenzie was related, and contended tliat no refle<5lio,n 
could b: call on the characltr of that noble per Ton fiom thofe 
iuggeftions. He then examined the fecond opium contra£f, 
in which (he faid) evident circumftances of criminality were 
implicated. His having it on terms immediately repugnant to 
the orders of hi^ mafters, and that to a perfon connefted and 
allied as Mr. Sullvan was, becanoe a . moft palp;|blc ground 
for lufpicion of corriiprion. But, as to the blamtf imputed to 
Mi\ Haliings on tiie fubieil of the trade of opium with China, 
be by no means faw it in that criminal point of view ; nor 
would he take upon himfilf to fay, hut that fuch a trade was 
highly beneftciai and proper to he carried on at the fuit of the 
Company. On this head, he ftiould alfo be willing to vote the 
charge, provided it could be fo done as not to involve along 
with it other circumftances that he thought hy no means pro- 
per fu!)jefts for an impeachment. 

Having thus, he faid, gone through the firft of the gene- 
ral heads intowiiich he had divided the queftion, that wliich 
related tocontrafls made by Mr. Haftings — be came to con- 
f)der that which appeared to him of the mold perminent mag- 
nitude of any other part of the fubjeft, which was, the in- 
creafed fal iry given by him to Sir EyreCoote, in avowed and 
ifuqualified diiobedience of the Company’s orders, and the im- 
pohng tlie payment of that additianaj l.ihry on a Prince ciofely 
tT)nne<5led with the Company, and w ho already paid to the 
Bengal government a fixed and ftipulated tribute, which was 
^ a grofs and maqifeft violation of the faith of the Company,, 
iind a perverfion of the power entrulled to him in his office. 
His continuing thisfalary in an underhand and covert manner, 
after' a particular prohibition from the Directors, was an Igno- 
minious and difgraceful evaiion of his duty, and one which 
highly merited the cenfure of Parliament; and iliat part of 
the charge fhould confequentiy have his moft hearty con- 
currence. 

As to the other branch of the queftion, relating to thepro- 
fufion of the civil expenditure, that was a fpbjedl which, cir- 
cumftancedas it was, he Ihould by no means confent to make 
any part of a criminal charge. How had the crime imputed 
0(1 this head to Mr. Jiaftings been attempted to he fubftan- 
tiated? P’irft,* by comparing the amount of theeftablifliment 
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under Mr. Haftings’ adminiftration with what it had heeri 
before, and from the cxccfs and increafe, affuming a condu- 
clufion of guilt .and diffipation — but was this a fair way of 
confidering it? The honourable Baronet had ftated the increafe 
to be from 227,200!. to near 900,000!.— After difputir^g in 
fome degree the accuracy of this ilnternent, he reprefented tb 
the Committee that he flhould not attempt fully to acquit Mr. 
Hallings of the charge of profufion, yet he could by no means 
be fatisfied with fuch an evidence of his guilt as arofe from a 
comparative view, propofed as a criterion by the honourable 
Baronet ; for, independently of the very great increafe of re- 
venue, which would always be attended with an increafe in 
the expence of colleding it — ^^there had been fevera! new ef- 
tablifhments inflituted. Among others, he ftated the eftablilh- 
ment of the Supreme Court of Judicature, the eftabliffimenrs 
of the provincial Courts of Juftice, and many other new ef- 
tahlifliments which muft neceflarily very much add to the 
grofs amount of the civil expenditure. 

Under this head, great ftrefs hafl been laid on the increafe 
of the expence attending the Salt Office; but let gentlemen 
confider, that in the period of that progreffive increafe, the 
revenue on fait itfelf had experienced a ftill greater propor- 
tional increafe, infomuch that the expence of colleilion was 
now greater than the whole produce had formerly been; name- 
ly, feventy thoufand pounds, whereas ihp produce ufed to be 
but fixty thoufand pounds. But, at the prefent period, the 
amount of that revenue was upwards of 6oo,oool. 

Nor was the otlier criterion fet up by the honourable Ba- 
ronet a fairer method of judging on the fyflem of oeconomy, 
wliich Mr. Haflingshad adopted — namely the great redutSlion 
which had taken |)lace fince his departure in theexpences of 
the Indian government. Thofe reduilions were in conte*- 
quence of plans feat from iic> ne, which by laying flrong re- 
ilraints on the executive government there, had relieved it in 
a great degree from that almofl irrefiflible importunity, to 
the increaling of expence, which till lately, it had always had 
to contend againfl; but, was it to be imputed to Mr. Hafl- 
ings .as a crime that a way had lately been difeovered to cor- 
redl the abuies which had manifeftly exifted in the govern- 
inent, but which tlie Direflors liad found themfclves unable 
to do, though they often attempted it, and which could never 
have been efFe 61 ed, had it not been by the interpofition of 
Parliament, and thofe falutary regulations which had been 
enadled for the better management of our concerns in India? 
— He was happy to find, that the efteiis of thofe regulations 
were fuch as anfwered his nioft fanguine expectations — and 
that among the many valuable confequences of the new fyflem 
of fuperiatendance, a great reduction of the expenditure had 
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been one — and he flattered himfelf that there had been 
cient care taken in framing the lately enafted laws, that what 
h^d been fo l)appily begun would be of long continuance, as 
the principle of ihofe laws was fuch as muft neceflarily intereft 
Parliament to a conftant periodical aiid itbt barely formal ex- 
amination ami inveftigation of the affairs in India-— And, ns 
long as his right honourable and learned friend bcfide him 
(Mr. Dundas) continued to prefide over that department, he 
trufted it would always wear fuch an afpefl as Parliament 
could contemplate with pleafure and fatisfa 61 ion. 'i'hat right 
honourable gentleman would, on fome future day, flate to the 
Houfe that which he heft knew, and which did him moft ho- 


nour— the real ftate of the prefent eftablifliment in India. For 
the prefent cjuellion, he fliould only obferve, that no fpecific 
of profufion having been fubllantiated, hut only imputed 
from a comparlfon w'ith former and fubfecjucnt eflabliffiments, 
he did not confidor fuch grounds fufficiently fhong to war- 
rant that Houfe to include it in a matter of impeachment. 
This xonfideration led hin\ to fuggeft to thoie who were the 
friendc of the profecution (and alter what had already pafled, 
there was none, whether with a vitnv to the dignity of Parlia- 
ment, or to the ends of public and iuhftatial juftice, that could 
liave any vvifh but to forward it as loon as pofliblc, and to 
bring it before the other Houfe in the moft unqueftionahle 
lliape— to thofe gentlemen he vviflied to fuggeft) that it w.as 
by no means the heft way to the end they bad in view, to 
clog it with ufelefs, unnecelTary, and imprafticable matter. 
To ftrjp it of all fuch was the ipoft advii'eahle thing for the 
Houfe to endeavour, and he wiflied the right honourable 
gentleman who had taken io .iftive a part in the hufmefs, 
would, on fome early day; afeertain and determine on fuch 
charge as he intended to bring forward, as there were many 
fcf tljofe alieady l)efore that Houfe, that he was certain could 
never he made out in proof, or if they could, were not of fuf- 
ftcieiit criminality to excufeand warrant the prefent mode of 
proceeding, h or the feveral reafons he had given in tlie courfe 
' of his Ipeech, he ftiould propofe an amendment to the mo- 
tion, which, if it iliould be adopted by the Houfe, would 
leave him at liberty to vote in fupportof the general quef- 
tion; his amendment was to add vvords of the following pur- 
port to the motion, — “ In refpeil to tlte contraft for Bullocks 
“ in the year I779‘» that for opium in the year i78i;and to 
the increafed falary of SirEyreGoote !■’ 

"kr. Burke. Mr. Burke declared that be I\ad never heard a more bufi- 
nefs-iike fpeech, nor a more mafterly detail of fails with apter 
illuftrations, more found reafoning, or more pertinent re- 
n^arks, than thofe of the honourable Baronet who opened the 
debate. They were a wonderful difplay of ability from fo 
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young a man. He begged leave, alfo to inform the right ho- 
nourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) that he conficlered his as ami- 
cable, and as fuch he deferved his heft acknowledgements for 
them — It was certainly his objedt to bring matters to a con- 
clufion as foon as pollible, in confiilency with the dignity and 
the fenfe of juftice of the Houfe — But, how this end was to 
be nccomplilhed he was perfedlly at a lofs to determine. 
knew not what matter in the diferent articles of the charges 
which he had brought forward, to retain, and what to rejedt. 
All of it appeared to him to he of much confequence — but 
what points were of more, and what of lefs importance, he 
could not eafily decide;, nor did he know whether on this fub- 
jedi he could faftly trufl to his own judgement. In fadl, he 
refemhled, in his prefent htuation, a fliip-rnafler who was un- 
der the nece uity of throwing feme of the cargoe over board. 
-—But what articles he was to commit to the waves, and how 
he was to lighten tlie vcilel, he was perfedtly at a lofs to de- 
termine — nav he was afraid fo enter on this office, left gen- 
tlemen fliould afterwards tell hpn, “ you indeed at firfl: fur- 
niflied yourfelf with an excellent cargo — many of your 
“ materials were of the very bell quality, but W’liilft you 
have retained trifles, the articles of great eil value you have 
indifcrimiiiatelv thrown overboard and configned them to 
the waves/'— Me was therefore fearful of beginning a bu- 
fi nefs which might prove in the end fo hurtful to that caufe, 
which it was originally his concern, and had now become that 
of the Committee, to have brought to a proper iflue. Nor did 
he fee that there was any realbn for delaying the carrying of 
the impeachnK*nt to the bar of the Houle of Peers, till fucU 
lime as the Committee had gone through, and decided on 
^ach article of the charges, "i'his had not been ciiftomary in 
condu6ting matters of this kind. In the cafe of Dr. Sachc-* 
verel, the very oppofite mode of procedure had been adopted; 
and fo flrongly was this precedent in point, that no other 
caufe cduld he afflgned for the Houfe adopting this line of 
conduil, than tills very one that they Teemed determined, by 
carrying up articles of impeachment, after articles of impeach- 
ment, to maintain a right which they had long been in pof- 
feffion of, and in that inllance were refolved not to be aban- 
doned. The charges on which the Committee had determin- 
ed were great and intcrefling; but heallertecl, that there were 
others ot no lefs moment than thofe which had been brought 
forward ; and to abandon thofe, would amount to an a6l of 
public injullice, and would be treachery to that caufe in which 
they were now fo laudably engaged. 

With regard to the remarks which had been made by a 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) on the variety *of mat- 
ter contained in the chatge under delib^ationi and which had 
VoL. XXL 3 M . been 
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been laid Open with fuch uncommon ability, by (Sir James 
Erlkine) he could not entirely concur with him irt opinion, 
nor could he think of allowing fome of thofe points, which, 
agreeable to amendment, he had wifhed to omit, to be 
entirely rejefled. The points contained in the charge were 
inultifarious~hut notwithftanding their variety, they had one 
common objedl: That objedl was, to fliew that Mr. Haftings^ 
government had been prodigal and corrupt. It was to illuf- 
trate this feature in his adminiftration, and to prove that he 
afted on fyftem, and that that fyftem was depraved, that he 
had brought forward I’o many ex^amples. This had been his 
main concern ; and to charaflerize the government of any 
perfon, it was abfolutely neceffary to take into the account a 
^reat variety of afts. In vindication of Mr. Haflings, it had 
been alledged, that he had not been criminated by thofe who 
W’ere fuperior to him. But was this aft a folid argument in his; 
favour? — Could it with any decency he urged, that, becaufe a 
perfon in officCj^ who had fuffered himfelf to he corrupted, 
who in that llation in which he had been placed, had been 
guilty of peculation, and of various other mifdemeanors, 
incompatible with the charafter of a man of confidence; 
and who, notwlthfianding all thefe depravities, had efcapecl 
either the eye or thecenfureofliis fuperiors— could it be urg- 
ed that he was on this account to be vindicated, that he was 
on this account to be abfolved from thofe crimes, which, 
owing to a fortunate revolution of atFairs, had been brought 
to light, and were likely to become the ohjefts of national 
juftice? No — the plea was inadmifliblc. If any perfon em- 
ployed by the right honourable gentleman (Mr. PittJ whereto 
betray the truft repoled in him, and after ten years had part 
away, if this mifeonduft were to be detefted, would it form 
any apology in behalf of fucii a culprit, that he had efcaped 
the cenfure of the right honourable gentleman under whom 
he had been engagedi Would this circumflance exculpate 
him in the eye of the Houfe,or before the tribunal of Juflice? 
It certainly would not. But, with refpeft to Mr. Hallings, 
the faft was, that he had not only colruptcd India, but he 
had alfo corrupted the Court of ITireftors, who were his fu- 
periors. He had blinded their eyes, and this clrcumfitlnce was 
a principal caufe why his conduft had not been ftigmatized 
by their marked difapprobation. But to aflert, that on this 
account he was to be vindicated, was as abfurd as to affirm, 
that becaufe robbery was now, perhaps more frequent than itt 
any former period^ the law therefore, tolerated it, and it was 
on this account excufeabie. ' 

‘ But he wifhed to enter into an examination of thofe points 
to which the right honourable gentleman had objefted, and 
which it was the objedl of his motion to feparate from being 
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grounds of^ charge. The rice contra6t was one of them~ 
did he recolledl that this very contraft, \Vhich was intended 
for the prefervation of Madras, in the firft inftance, was to be 
executed at the rifk of deftroying Bengal?— And why was this 
facrifice to be made? — For the exprefs purpofe of gratifying 
Mr. Auriol.— And was there no other way by which this 
gentleman could have been recompenfed for his meritorious 
poverty? What was the facrifice of public intereft which had 
been made on this occafion? — Had not the merchants promif- 
ed to procure the rice at five per cent.? — Why then give Mr: 
Auriol an enormous bene^t of fifteen? — Was this douceur 
likely to qualify him the better for difeharging the duties of 
his engagement— or was there any thing in his habits of life 
to entitle him to fo extraordinary a preference? He was out of 
trade— He had no capital— He had nothing to juftify his be- 
ing put on the fame footing with thofe whofe profeffion was 
mercantile, who were ready to a£l on the fhorteft notice, and 
who, of courfe, could have undertaken the execution of this 
toatra6l with more facility, and on more reafonable terms 
than Mr. Auriol — But this confraft was not confined in its 
operation to Madras, It extended to Bencoolen — to St. He- 
lena, which was almoft at our own door, and to Bombay, 
where, notwithftaiiding the jobbing mood, which they were 
not unfrequently in, in that part of the world, they had b'eea 
aftonifhed at the circumftance of being fuppUed with rice, at 
doubl0jthe price they could have procured it for themfelves. 
This mode of rewarding people for their fer vices, heconfider- 
ed as highly impolitic and dangerous — iucreafe of falary was 
furely a much wifer method — for encouraging the hope of re- 
^ompence, by the means of contra 61 , what was it but to ex- 
hibit a motive to induce mankind to rob the public? 

Tlic next point on which he animadverted, was the duty 
on lalt — Tliere he alfo alledged, that a moft fliameful aliena- 
tion of the Public money had obtained — for the firft Com- 
miffioner had a yearly income of i8,oooI. given him, which 
was certainly extravagant, and an eminent example of that 
corruption, which diftinguilhed the government of Mr. Haft- 
ings. Mr. Haftings had a6led as the agent of the Company 
againft the Company— And for what reafon? Who was Mr. 
Bell ie? His own private fecretary. And when a perfon of 
this defeription got a gratuity of 30 per cent, on a contraft 
which could have been executed for 20, and when this contraft 
was extended in the very face of the orders of the Court of 
Direftors during five y^ars — was there not fomething in this 
modeofeonduft to juftify what was more than fufpicious, a 
rational prefumption of criminality? Feeling, therefore, the 
importance of all ihefe confiderations to illuftrate the general 
feature of Mr, Haftings’ government, he thought it would 
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be improper to omit' them, and therefore he would propofe an 
amendment to the one made by the right honourable gentle- 
man including the agency for rice, the fait duty, and the 
other articles on which he liad enlarged in the courle of his 
remarks. 

M*ror$cott 'Major faid, that at fo late an hour of the night he 
fliould referve much of what he had to fay upon the prefent 
queition till it came again before the Committee, and would 
merely confine himfelf to feme explanation of the only two 
contracts which liad been cenfured by the right honourable 
gentleman; firft obferving, that ii^the profits ot all the con- 
tracts were as exorbitant as the honourable baipnet had 
Itated, whicli he was prepared to difprove, they would not, 
taken all together, amount to more than one half of the 
profits arifing from the loan of a fingle year during the late 
unfortunate war. With refpedt: to tlie bullock contraff, the 
jMrijor laid, he Ihoiild declare generally, that it was higlily 
advantageous to the Company ; that it was concluded in 
confecjutuce of reprefentations from Cieneral Stibbert, im- 
mediately after the breaking out of the b rcncli war; that it 
was a nfatter of public notoriety to every officer of the 
Bengal army, and of univeifal complaint, tljat previous to 
the conclufion of the contract with Mr. Croftes, no part of 
the army in Bengal had ever ma\;ed without infinite dillrefs 
to the country, that bullocks were confiantly prefled, to the 
very great diltrefs of the hulfiandmcai and to the very%reat 
lofs of the revenue : he could mention many inflances to 
prove this, that came within Ids own knowledge, one in 
particular, which lie was fure could be conliimcd by an ho- 
nourable friend near him, who was at tlie time Chief of 
Patna. When Colonel Champion marciicd with the firfl: 
brigade from Dinapore, in February 1772, he was unable to 
move till the whole country round Patna liad been fvvept 
for bullocks; and in the courfe of his march through a dif- 
tri£l producing a revenue of only three lacks a year, the 
collevSlor of that diftriiSl claimed a deduction of feventy 
thoufand rupees for his dlfiridl, on account of loflTes fuf- 
tained in confequence of the farmers’ bullocks liaving been 
feized: this was not the only inftance, for, the Major faid, 
he would take upon him to declare, that no corps of the 
army had marched from 1767 to 1780, without experien- 
cing the fame inconveniencies, and without creating the fame 
diftrefs to the country ; and he was convinced that it would 
be better to dilband five or fix battalions, than to reduce the 
bullock contra6l fo as to endanger the ftricSl: performance of 
the fervice. Since the conclufion of Mr. Croftes' cot* 
the park of artillery, and every corps of the arrv v. rva: ^ ' 
niflied with its proper complement of bi iliac ^ V\? 
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had the honour to rommand a battalion of fepoys at Chu- 
nar, and his corps, with his guns and ammunition, were 
ready to march at any time at tive minutes notice ; but for- 
merly, when an order of march was iffued, the firft thing 
necellary was, to fweep the country for bullocks. There were, 
after the expiration of Mr. Crofres’ contraft, four brigades 
ill Bengal, Bahar, and Oude ; there was an army in the field 
under Colonel Cormne, afterwards Colonel Muir’s ; another 
under Colonel Popham, and a very conllderable detachment 
under Colonel Pearce, io the Carnatic. The explanations 
alluded to by the right hoiiourable gentleman w'ere before 
the Houfe, though not printed: he did not, however, defire 
to port pone the deciiion of the queftion on that account ; 
another opportunity would offer, when he trufted it would 
fully appear, that the fecond bullock contraft was a necef- 
fary and an osconomical meafure ; whereas the firft, being on 
i\ich low terms, was merely a deception ; the honourable gen- 
tleman (Mr. Francis) having himfelf allowed that bullocks 
had always been prellH on the, movement of any part of 
the army. 

As to the opium contract-, he would ftate that faiTly and 
fully; it was a fubjeit that could not, and fliould not, be 
mil'underftood : it was a fa£t that opium always had been, 
and always muft be, a monopoly; in the time of the Ma^- 
Iiomedan government it was a monopoly, and given to fa- 
voured individuals. — From the time we acquired influence, 
it was a monopoly in the hands of the civil fervants of the 
Company at Patna, not a fecret monopoly, not a tranfac- 
tion committed in the dark, but openly and avowedly taken 
-<-as a perquifite of office, as any fee attached to any pa- 
tent office in this country — perfeitly known to the govern- 
ment of Bengal, and perfetflly known to the Court of Di- 
rcclors at home ; fo it continued till Mr. Haftings came 
to the government in April 1772. He was the firft who 
made the Company participators in this monopoly; not in 
conlequence of orders from home ; but he himfeif created 
the revenue for them ; and it appears by papers upon the 
table, that during his adminiftration, though the Company 
gained above five hundred thoufand pounds by the mono- 
poly, ftill it was a great advantage to individuals. The firft: 
year the Company took a certain number of chefts to fend 
to Balambangan at 400 rupees a cheft; the fecond year they 
took all the produce of the province* for which they paid 
320 rupees a cheft. In 1775 Governor General and 
Council advertifed for fealed propofals for furnifhing all the 
opium of Bengal and Bahar on the Company’s account, and 
the contrails were e:iven to the loweft of thirteen who fent 
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in propofals. Flere then was the fair pf ice fixed; the ho- 
ivDurabJe gentleman (Mr. Francis) declared, that he Ihould 
be againlt concluding the contraft on too low terms, and 
he well remembered, that Mr. Grijffith’s terms were fo low, 
that many well-informed men thought he would be ruined 
by the contrafl. The fafl however was, that he very ho- 
nourably and fairly acquired a fortune by it. Mr. Ciriffith 
had the Patna contradl ; and Mr. Wilton, a gentleman who 
lived in Colonel Monfon’s family, had the Bengal contraft 
for one year; before the dole of that year the Governor 
General and Council, without advertifing for propofals, gave 
it them on the fame terms for one year more ; and then in 
1777 it was given to Mr. Mackenzie on the fame terms, as 
a matter of favour, for three years : he had the Patna and 
Bengal contrad; and now, the Major faid, he came to a 
circumfiance which both the honourable Baronet and tlie 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had totally omitted. 
'1 he Court of Directors were undoubtedly well pleafed, that 
bv the attention of Mr. Hqftings they had acquired a great 
revenue, from a fource wdiich never produced one before ; 
but in *their letter of December 1778 they exprefled their 
difplcafure, that it had not a lecond time been put up to 
itudion and given to the lowefi bidder; this letter arrived in 
Bengal in December 1779; but a tranfadtion took place in 
May 17S0, which was totally funk on all fides. In Febru- 
ary 1780 a coalition took place between Mr. Hall ings and 
Mr. Francis, which, the Major laid, he was a little inflru- 
inental in bringing about, and had lamented it, fince it had 
not gone on fo happily as fome other coalitions in this coun- 
try. Mr. Mackenzie was the intimate friend of the honou- 
rable gentleman (Mr. Francis) and in the month of May 
1780, having previoufly concerted the matter, he wrote a 
letter to the Cjovernor Cieneral and Council, requefting the 
opium contradl for one year more, making four years. T he 
order of theDiredlors was then before tlie Governor General 
and Council for putting it up to audtion ; but was it no- 
ticed } No. The whole Board, tlien conlilling of Mr. Haf- 
tings, Mr. Francis, and Mr. Wheler, w^ithoiit a word of 
debate, without even an allufion to this order, gave it to 
Mr. Mackenzie. It was avowedly a matter of patronage 
at ail times, and, as fucli, given away to a connedlion pf ,the 
honourable gentleman’s, not to a friend of Mr. Hallings; 
and he trufled, that if Mr. Haftings was to be cenfured, the 
cenfure fliould begin from May 1780, when, with the Di- 
redlors’ orders before them, Mr. Haftings, Mr. Wheler, and . 
Mr. Francis gave the contrail to Mr. Mackenzie for one 
year, after he had holden it for three. Ke neither wifhed 
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to blink the queftibn, nor to difavow his opinicfn of it; for 
he thought fo much merit was due to Mr. Haftings for cre- 
ating I'uch a revenue for the Company, that he Ihould be 
excufcd for ftill thinking it a good thing to the perfon whot 
held it. 

He now came to the ninth ftage of this contra6l', and 
called the attention of the honourable gentleman (Mr. Fran- 
cis) to a fa6l that he had been told lately by Mr. Sulivanf 
wlio had called upon him, of his own accord, to communi- 
cate every circumftance of this opium bufinefs, and had 
given him permiffion to Hate it. In September 1780 Mr. 
Sulivan arrived in Bengal; in Oflober, (having been told, 
as the Major concluded, that the opium contra6I was a good 
filing) he afked Mr. Haftings to give him his intcreft for it 
on the fame terms it was then holden, at the expiration of 
Mr. Mackenzie’s contrail: — Mr. Haftings told him he would, 
but that he was under an engagfement to permit another 
gentleman to have a proportion of it : this gentleman was 
Mr. Tihglman, a relation of the honourable gentIeK?an 
(Mr. Francis) who then lived in his family, and wei\t home 
with him in the fame ftiip. Mr. Sulivan, in confequence 
of this information,, waited upon Mr. Tilghman, and agreed 
to give him ?5,ooo rupees for his fhare of the contrail; for 
tills fum Mr. Sulivan gave a bond, and at the end of a year 
paid the money to Meflrs, Hay and Ducarell on Mr. Tihgl- 
man’s account. Mr. Sulivan has declared, that Mr. Tihgl- 
inan had affured him before his embarkation, that he had 
communicated the matter to the honourable gentleman (Mr. 
F rancis). The Major faid he would leave the fails with the 
Committee: the matter was notorious, that the opium con- 
trail was an aftair of favour and patronage ; a great revenue 
w^as created for the Company — but ftill a very good thing 
was left for the difpofal of the government of Bengal ; and 
he was confident the merit of creating fuch a revenue would 
weigh with the world againft the demerit (if tliere was any, 
which he, for one, would not allow) of not reducing the 
contrail ftill lower than the loweft of thirteen offers. The 
Major faid, he felt hiinfelf quite free to declare his opinion 
upon thefe contrails; he had no concern in any of them — 
nor in any tranfailion out of the line of his profeffion, ex- 
cept one, which was highly honourable, highly advanta- 
geous to the Company, and would have been of fome ad- 
vantage to himfelf, if the Court of Direilors had not un- 
done the deed, by which the Company luftained a confide- 
rable lofs: the tranfailion he alluded to was undertaken 
with tbd honourable gentleman’s concurrence and approba- 
tion, whofe relation, Tihglman, had an equal fliare in 
it with himfpif. 
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Mr. Francis adduced feveral paflages from tlie minutes, to 
prove that Mr. Haftings, in regard to Mr. Bellie’s contradt, 
had adled inconfifteiitly with his own principles, and in direct 
oppolition to his (Mr. Francis’) opinion of what was fit. 
He declared that he was ever againlt the infamous mode in 
which the opium contra6ls were given ; that he had always 
pronounced his opinion againft them; and that when it was 
hrft given to Mr. Mackenzie, lie was abfent a hundred miles 
from Calcutta. In regard to the circumftaiice of his relation, 
Mr. Tihglman’s participation, he declared upon his honour, 
that he knew nothing of the circumftance until he came to 
England. He was not acceflary to his obtaining it. Mr. 
Tihglman had the intereft of Mr.Wheler, and through him 
he imagined that he obtained the promife from Mr. Haftings. 
As to himfelf, he dared and defied Mr. Haftings and the 
Major to prove, that it was, in the moft oblique way, through 
his means that Mr. Tihglman got the promife. His memory 
might not at all times furnifli him with the clear circum- 
fiances of every fail fuddenly ftarted in debate, hut on fuch 
points, he had a ftronger reliance than on his memory — he 
relied on his principles, which, in all the times he was in 
India, pieferved him from any diretSl or indiretfl traffic of 
corruption, either for himfelf or others. But w'hat w'^ould 
the Houfe now fay to tlie open confeffion made by the ho- 
nourable gentleman, that Mr. Haftings had given this cofi^ 
trail away as a boon, for the purpofe of influence? This 
was the moft open and barefaced acknowledgement of cor- 
ruption he had ever heard; and he left Mr. Haftings to^thank 
the honourable member for the fervice he liad rendered him 
by the declaration. 

Major Scat faid, he had the fail from Mr. Sulivan, and 
not from Mr. Haftings ; and he declared, that he had meant 
nothing improper with refpeil to the honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Francis). 

Mr. Le Mcfuricr fpoke again ft the motion, but confefled 
that he could not defend the principles on which feveral of 
the contrails had been made. 

Mr. Dempfier faid, that he had attended very clofely to the 
whole progrefs of the debate# He had not been able to col- 
leil that there was any direil charge of corruption againfl: 
Mr. Haftings himfelf, or that he had been benefited by put- 
ting money into his own pocket. With refpeil to Mr. 
Sulivan’s contrail, he denied that it had been given to that 
gentleman on account of his father being Chairman of the 
Court of Direilors, but in confequence of the very old inti- 
macy which had taken place betwceii them. The father had 
been in ftrqits; the fon had returned from Ireland, where he 
had.refided for fome timc;^ and had difppfed of a place which 



A. 1787. 


D E 


B. A T 


E % 



he held tQ.fupply his father’s wants. In this Hate he went 
our to India, and Mr. Haftings had provided for him. Thefe 
fafts he was well acquainted with, and he wifhed the Com- 
mittee might attend to them. He was alfo defu ous that the 
Committee might adjourn the confiderarion of the bufinefs 
till fuch time as it could confult that voluminous quantity 
of papers which had fo recently been laid upon the table. 

As to the monopoly of opium, he was perfedlly againft it.' 
Monopoly never produced any advantage; it weakened and ' 
depreffed the fpirit of mankind ; in India it had been the caufe 
of the worft etfeils, for the miferable ryots had often been 
obliged to deftroy the rice which they had previoufly fowil 
for the purpofe of planting poppies. 

Mr. Dundn faid, that lie believed the honourable gentle- Mr. Dunyas 
man had not been prefent the preceding day, when he had 
himfelf intimated a willi, that the charge might not be 
brought forward before gentlemen had been indulged witli 
an opportunity of fully examining the papers on the table; 
but it had been then faid by the honourable Baronet who 
opened the charge, that he was prepared to go through it 
without the a/Sftance of thofe papers. 

Vlx.Vanjittart explained to Mr.Dempfter, that a regula- Vaufit- 
tion had taken place in India fifteen years fince, by which the 
inhabitants were not obliged to cultivate the poppy^ 

The Committee then divided on the queftion, that the 
words contained in Mr. Burke’s amendment do Hand part ol 
the motion, 

Ay£s, 66 ; Noes, 57* — Majority in favour df Mr. Burke’s 
amenament, g. 

^ I'he Committee then divided on the main queftion, in- 
cluding both Mr. Pitt and Burke’s amendments. 

Ayes, 60; Noes, 26.-— Majority for the impeachment oil 
the amended motion, 34. 


Friday^ the X of Mar chi 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committcie of 
Supply, Mr. Gilbert in the Chair, 

Mr. Brett moved, that a fum not exceeding 700,000!. Mr. Jlmt; 
might be granted to His Majefty for the ordinary of tho navy> 
including the half pay of the marines, for the fervice of the 
year 1787; and that a fum not exceeding 650,000!. be 
granted to His Majefty for building and repairing veflels, 
over and above the allowance for wear and tear, for the yeat 

^727* 

Captain Macbride exprefled his apprehenfiolis, that many 
large fums continually voted for the rtavy were mifapplied ^ 
he did not mean to throw the hlame on any particular officer, 
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blithe thought it his duty, as an officer of the Navy and a 
tnember of Parliament, to ftate what were his objeftions to 
the mode of applying the money voted. He then went into 
a comparUbn'of the ftate of the navy from the year 1764 to 
the prefent time, and contended, that by the increafing our 
frigates and negletling the fliips of the line the naval ftrength 
of this country was confiderably reduced. He obferved, 
that while we had' been building fmall vcflels, France and 
Spain had increafed their navy by veffeis of the line; that 
they had been augmenting tlieir naval eftablifliment wdulc 
we had been diminifhing ours. He would not vote for any 
,fum to be applied to the purpofe of building fmall vefFels 
which would not prove of defence to the country, hut tend 
only to the filling the prifons of our enemies. M’hc papers 
on the table w^ere ior a clafs of vefit-ls w hich were not pro- 
per to meet our enemies. The repairing ot ,many vefiels he 
'was aifu averfe to; it w^as an impioviJent expenditure of the 
money, w'hich might he better applied ; and a vciiel wliich 
required one tliird of wlirj: might built a new^ one to repair 
her, was not w^orth fucli a rej>air. It was not more remaik- 
uhle than true, that moft of the ftiips w'hicli had foundered, 
and in which had been loll many valiant and worthy men, had 
been fucli as iinderw’ent a tliorough repair. 'I'he prefent 
j>ra( 51 ice of building fkimming-diili veflels of twenty-eight 
guns W'as the moft glaring impolicy ; and to ferci fiich veftels 
againftthe large veffeis of France and Spain w^ould he like 
fending art afs to Newmarket to run Rgainft a racehovfe. He 
afterwards took notice of the miferable condition of our 
gnardlhips, which were termed Jeminaries of navaf^educa- 
tipn, but which, in fa6l, W'ere more remarkable for their mil- 
chief than real utility. None of them could, with any dc- 
gree^^of fafety, be fent to fea; and as tliey were nearly fta- 
tionary, the officers and men acquired a fupinefs whicli made 
tliem totally unfit for immediate lervice, without renewing 
and pradfifing, for a certain period, the fundamental piinci 
pies of a naval education. Hence, miglit be feen the great 
inconvenience and danger refulting from the adoption of 
fuch a fyftem^ or the commencement of a rupture wMth a 
foreign power. There was a regulation uniformly adhered 
to in the merchant fervice, tliat a ftiip fliould not be repaired 
when the money neceffary for fuch repairs amounted to nioi o 
than a third of her original price. Although this rule w^as 
commendable, as founded in wifdom, yet he was forry to fay, 
that it had feldom been attended to by tlie prefent Lords of 
the Admiralty. Tliere was another complaint connedfed 
with the pernicious fyftem of guardfhips, which ought cer- 
tainly to be removed. Many young gentlemen, candidates 
for naval fituations, were received into them, and pafled two 

. ‘ or 
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or three years without learning one fiitgle article of their in* 
tended profeflions : they indeed were lb perf?^flly ignorant of 
its |)vinciples, that they were often' obliged to leave the 
guard lhi})% in order to go on board of fome veflel deftined 
for theKalf and Weft Indies, and thus acquired fome idea of 
the leafaring hufinefs. He however jnftanced, that before 
they departed from the guard fliips, they were obliged to ufe 
their utmoft intereft to obtain liberty, and that the purfers a*l* 
ways charged a certain lum for their provifions during the 
voyage; or, in cafe of refuftil, the young geTitiemen alluded 
to were precluded from the opportunity of improvement iu 
the profeliion. He urged this obftacle as a very great griev- 
ance ; and would not cliarge his memory vvitli having ever 
heard it reprefented in the meafiiies of any other govern- 
ment, that young candidates for naval fame were precluded 
fi om tlie opportunity of improvement in the profeflion for 
which they wete intended. 

Sir Charles Middleton declared, that at no period of the 
hiftory of this country could i'o flourifhing a ftate of the 
navy he boaiied as at preleiU. Certainly fome old vefleis 
were in tlie fervice; but he prefumed that no gentleman 
would wifti for them to be thrown away. The building of 
frigates was increafed fince the war ; thofe only which were 
fulj)ended during the war had bef?n carried on. 

Captain Brett obferved, that the Ilnps in Plymouth Dock 
wliicli were meant to be repaired had not been built more 
than four years. It would therefore be imprudent indeed 
to kjeak up fliips which had been fo fhort a time in the 
ii^^vjce. ' 

Captain Machridc prefled for an anfwer from the Admi- Capt«!n 
ralty refpebling the caufe of obliging young men, who were 
devoting themlelves to naval employments, to pay for their 
provifions when they went from the guardftiip to that to 
which they happened to be appointed. He particularifed the 
iniferable itate of the Bombay. 

Chiirles Middleton faid, that he poflbfled convincing 
proofs of the contrary, but did not think it would be con- ' 
fiftent with his duty to the Public to communicate the in- 
formation. 

Captain Brett remarked, that there were five guar.dlhips on Captain 
the Plymoutli ftatioh, all of which were not above four 
years old ; he therefore apprehended that they were not in 
£uch a miferable condition as the honourable gentleman had 
reprefented. 

Here the queftion was called, and Mr. Gilbert proceeding 
to read It, ' 

Mr. Marjham rofe and remarked, that it excited his afto- Mr. Mat- 
nifbmeot to find that no anfwer had been returned to the 
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qiieftjon afked by the honourabJe officer, whofe highly-efta- 
b^ifhed reputation in his profeflion certainly entitled him to 
fatisfadiory explanations , concerning any matter refpedling 
the navy. But he thought, independently of this, the fub- 
jedl: which he had mentioned called for an explicit anfwer. 
There was no honourable member mope defirous of prevent- 
ing a profufe expenditure of the public money. But with, 
regard to the navy, there was no one who would oppofe more 
a parfimony either in the grants, or the applications to thofe 
purpofes. The navy was, of all fubjedls of public expen- 
diture, the moft improper objedl for the ohfervance of flate 
Gcconomy. 

Captain Brett replied, that fo many perfons voluntarily 
offered thcmfelves, that it was impoflible to furnifli them all 
with Lieutenancies without a moft prpfufe expenditure indeed 
of the public money. With regard to thefupply of young 
men with provifions, it was always granted to thofe who had 
adtual appointments. 

Mr. Marjham exprefled hij furprife to hear a member of the 
Board of Admiralty contend, that to appoint a few Midlhip- 
men in fhe time of peace to Lieutenancies would be a pro- 
fufe and extravagant diipofal of the public money ; for he 
was certain that the intereft of the money expended already, 
and to be expended in the new buildings as tlie Admiralty, 
yvduld be more than the cxpence of the faid Midlliipmen be- 
ing made Lieutenants. 

Captain MaebruU inflanced the cafe of a fon of Sir John 
Stuart, and a relation of his own, who had been in the pj^edi- 
camcht complained of. He gave notice that he would, a 
future day, make a motion for a lill of the Blips paid off, to- 
gether with the dates of their commiffions,and the periods of 
their fervice. ' Stating an indulgence granted to the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Greenwich Hofpital, he faid, that he 
would alfo make a motion relative to him; and that another 
concerning the Widows of Warrant Officers would likewife 
le fuhmittccl to the Houfe. 

Captain Brett defended the Lieutenant Governor of Green- 
wich Hofpital as an amiable charadler. 

X^oxditiocd faid, that wlien he was in the Weft Indies there 
was d great number of young gentlemen who acled as fu- 
jieriitimeraries,but that they received every indulgence; and 
that he was convinced no part of the prefent grievance ought 
to be imputed to thofe in Adminiftration. 

The queftion was then put, when the motion was carried 
witbont a divifion. ' ‘ ^ 

The Houfe’being refumed, the Report was ordered to be 
received ori the enftiri^ Monday. 

‘ The Houfe adjourned. 
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Monday^ the 19/A of Mareh. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt acquainted the Houfe, that he had a 
jneffage from His Majefty to this Houfe, figried by His Ma- 
jefty ; and he prefented the fame to the Houfe, and it was 
reaa by Mr. Speaker, and is as followeth, viz. 

^‘GEORGE R. 

His Majefty, being defirous of conferring a mark of his 
royal favour on Sir John Skynner, Knight, late Lord Chief 
Paron of His Majefty's Court of Exchequer, in cor* 
fideration of his diligent and meritorious fervices, and of 
‘‘ his faithful and upright conduft, in the execution of that 
office, recommends it to his faithful Commons, to conflder 
of enabling His Majefty to grant an annuity of twothou- 
fand pounds per annum, clear of all deductions whatever, 
to the laid Sir John Skynner, during the term of his na- 
tural life, to be paid out of His IVJajefty’s civiMift re- 

venues. G. R.’’ 

• 

Refolved, That the Houfe will, upon Wednefday^morn- 
mg next, refolve ilfelf into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, to take His Majefty’s faid molt gracious meflage 
into con fideration.’’ 

Mr. Dcmpjlcr begged leave to fix, for fome moments, tlte Mr. 
attention of the Houfe to what he confidered as moll im- 
portant defeCls in the Eaft-India aCls of 1786. He con- 
tended that as trials by jury were the birth-right of every 
BrIt||||fubjeCl, no man, no aflembly had any right to take 
awa^Kch a privilege, unlefsby the confent, and on the ap- 
plication of the parties themfelves; and he declared it to be 
no juflification whatever for that Houfe to aflert, that it gave 
the parties fo disfranchifed a better thing in lieu of that which 
they took away. He reprobated the ground of neceffity as 
a plea for the abolition of trial by Jury in the cafe in quef- 
tion, and aflerted, that no fuch neceffity could be proved to 
have exifted ; the only two Eaft-India caufes, of late years 
tried, having been decided by a Jury, and thefe were the cafe 
of the Armenians againft Governor Verelft, and the cafe of 
Lord Pigot : in tlie former, large dam.iges Iiad been obtained; 
and in the latter, damages had alfo been given. Of the com- 
petency of Juries to try thefe caufes, no doubt had been fug- 
gefted, and the iflue proved that they were perfectly compe- 
tent for the purpofe. The reafoii therefore upon- thefe faCls 
to prove, that fo far from experience aothorifing the aflertion 
that it was on the ground of abfolute neceffity that the Bri- 
tilh fubjeCts in India were deprived of th^ir right to trial by 
jury, experience had eftabliflied the very reveffe of thcaffer- 
. , . ' ‘ tion* 
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lion. Having argued the point, he proceeded to mention the 
other particiilars in which it would, in his opinion, be proper 
to alter the laft aft; and firft, he ftated the extenfjon of the 
Judicature inllitued in Bengal to Madras. The inflitutioii 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, by feparating the exe- 
cutive from the judicial departments, had been attended with 
thehappiell confequences to the whole province of Bengal, 
and to the town of Calcutta more eljK»cially ; and therefore 
he law no veafon vvliy the fame ellential beaehts might not be 
extended to Madras, where, he had no manner of doubt, tlie 
ialHtution of a Supreme Court would prove eminently ufe- 
ful. A third regulation neceilary, was a regulation refpeft- 
ipg the judges of that Supreme Court, whole vacancy ought 
to he fvipplied, whenever a cacancy happened, whether a tem- 
porary or a permanent vacancy, without delay. The reafon 
for this was, that ever llnce the recall of Sir Klijah Irnpey, the 
whole weight of tire bufmefs of the Supreme Court had fallen 
on the ilioiilders of a fjngle judge, A fourth alteratiott 
would he tlic total repeal oi a claule, authorillng t]ie Gover- 
nor General to feize any peiTon jnerely ful’pe^led of holding 
any correfpondence wuth any Princes, Rajahs, Zemindars, or 
Governors of fliftories, or any correlppndence detrimental 
to the general interell: of the Company. Mr. Dempfter rend 
tliis claufe to the Heufe, to iliew the extenfive wording of it, 
and the mifehiefs it miglit lead to, and faid it w^s wholly 
fubverfive of the habeas corpus aft, and' that he would no more 
give Ills ce»nfcnt to fuch a law, than to a Jaw legal iin- 
prelling; on Uie contrary, he faw not why a habca^mjli^us 
aft miglit not he paffed to have operation in India* ^BFtei 
hating til efe a lid other particulars concerning the judicial 
parts of tlie afts, lie came to take notice of the political 
part, .'tnd declared, jie thought fome alteration might tlierehe 
made much to the fecurity of the liberties of the Britifli lub- 
jefts in India, and equally to the adv^antage of tlie Company. 
It was a maxim,* he believed, not to be controverted, that it 
was impoJTible Jor that Government to be a good one, in 
which the people were not allowed to have any Aiare. The 
Government of India, while the affairs managed there, wer(^* 
merely the affairs of a trading Company, might bo fuflici- 
etitjy well conducted by a Governor and Council ; but the 
cafe was widely different In the government of an empire. 
He was of opinion, that the change of circumAanc(2s in India 
pointed out the neceAity tor a change of Government, and 
that much better Government than the prefeiit might be 
fucceiifully adopted. Suppofe, for inAance, a Government 
in the nature of the Vice Royalty were inAituted, and a 
Vicer^, was to be appointed, with a Privy Council to ad~ 
vife with in matters of Government; he might alfo have a 
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legiflutive council, and fomething like reprefentatlon be given 
to India, as the capital towns and diftridls might be em- 
powered to eledl and fend deputies. Such an houfe of re- 
prefentation might be empowered to receive petitions from 
the natives, and to grant redrefs. That would give the na- 
tives a degree of confidence in the Britifli Government, hi- 
therto unknown in India. He complained of the claufe of 
the exifting adl taking away from the Company the right of 
compounding with tl>eir fervants, when in arrear, or under 
ceMllire. ble alfo propofed to aholifli all monopolies, parti- 
cularly that of opium, declaring that he had ample prpof of 
the injurious tendency that monopoly. In conclufion 
Mr. Deinpfter moved, That an a6I, made in the twenty-four 
year of the reign of his prefent Majelly, entitled, ‘ An aft 

* for the better regulation and management of the affairs of 
‘ the Eaft-lndia Comj?any, and of the Briti/li poffeffions in 
‘ India, and for ellablilliing a Court of Judicature for the" 

* more fpeedy and effeftual trial of perfons accuffd of oi- 
‘ fences committed in the Eall Bidies,’ might be read ; and the 
fame was read accordingly. 

Mr. Deinpfter tlicn moved, That an aft, made iif the lall 
Scffion of Parliament, intituled, * An aft for the farther re- 
^ giilation of the trial of perfons accufed of certain offence.-; 

‘ committed in the Eaft Indies, for repealing fo much of an 
‘ aft, made in the twenty-fourth year of the reign of his [fne- 
‘ feiit Majelty, entitled, An aft for the better regulation 
“ and management of the affairs of the Eaft-lndia Com- 

uany, and of the Hritifh poffelfions in India, and for efta- 

fpfliing a Court of judicature for the more fpeedy and 
. effeftual trial of perl'ons accufed of offences committed in 

the Eaft Indies,’’ avS requires the fervants of the Eaft-lndia 
^ Company to deliver inventories of tlieir eftates and effccls ; 

‘ for rendering tlie law^ more effeftual againft perfons un- 
^ lawfully leforting to the Eaft Indies; and for the more 
^ eafy proof in certai?] cafes of deeds and writings executed 

* in (heat Britain or India,’ might be read; and the fame be- 
ing read accordingly, 

Mr. Dempfter next moved, That leave be given to bring 
in a bill to explain and amend the faid afts. 

Mr. Fremds leconded the motion. He begged leave to Mr.FranciSt 
ftate to the Houfe certain objeftions and difficulties arillng 
out of the bills themfolves, and which he had on a former 
occafion mentioned to the learned gentleman over againll 
him, but had received ’ no anfvver to them. He had before 
alked, whether a Jury was not capable, or could not be made 
capable of try ing afts of extortion, or other mifdemeanors, 
committed in India ? but no learned gentleman h;jd ventured 
to that a Jury neither was capable, nor by any means 
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could be made capable. The queftion, he begged the Houfe 
to recoliedt, was important, fince nothing fliort of that affir- 
mation could fupport the inftitution of the new tribunal, 
which was faid to be founded on abfolute neceffity, and to 
admit of no alternative. Whefi he had firft put this quel- 
tion, he had grounded it on the reafon of the cafe; but he 
came there armed with another fort of authority, the autho- 
rity of the a6l of 1786, the prelent exifting law, which ad- 
mitted the fundamental capacity of Juries, which left the 
opinion, and gave it to the profecutor, viz. to the Attorney 
General, who was exprellly enabled by the a6t to try any of 
the caufes as he thought proper, either in the Court of King’s 
]>ench, or before the new tribunal. The fuppofed incompe- 
tence of Juries was therefore given up. It was, however, 
Mr. I'rancis faid, a dangerous power to be left with the pro- 
fecutor, as it was neither more nor lei's than a power to allow 
or take away his fellow I’uhjeiTs right to he tried by Ids coun- 
try, He aiked by what principle was the Attorney General 
to be guided in preferring one tribunal to another ? How was 
he to dij^linguifli the cafes that were hr for the King’s Bench 
from thofe that were fit for the new tribunal ? Was the new 
Judicature only to be reforted to in cafes of r}>ccial difficulty 
or importauce? if fo, the confequence wasahfurd. In cafes 
of inferior difficulty or magnitude, tliey tried in the Court 
of King's Bench, and then the party, if he thought liimfelf 
injured, might have various remedies againlt error in the 
proceedings, or in the judgement, or even again ft the verdi6I, 
by applying fora new trial; whereas if the cafe were^eci- 
ally difficult or important, they carried it to a triounal 
wliofe judgement would be final and conclufive; fince; 
though there was a right of moving the enufe by appeal, or 
l)y writ of error from the Court of King’s Bencii, there was 
no light of appeal whatever from the new tribunal. Ano- 
ther lault he had to find with the new Judicature was, that it 
was at once original and final, whicli was of itfelf contraiy 
to the principles of Englilh law; and they made it fo in 
cafes, the difficulty and importance of which were moft 
likely to perplex the judgement of the Court, and which 
particularly required that the judgement fliould be open to 
re-confideraiion in fome higher tribunal. Mr. Francis de- 
clared, that he wiflied to know whether the inftitution of a 
Court, with original and final jiirifdidlion, was conformable 
to the principles of Englilh jurifprudence, and lie called upon 
the gentlemen of the law to declare tbemfelves exl>licitty# 
The authors of the meafure, he faid, had feen the abfurdity 
and danget of leaving the judgement to be determined by 
four j>erfons out of feven, and had therefore increafed the 
number tp ten ; but with that m<;rcafe| in order to obtain a 
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judgement, they had introduced a new ;^nd dangerous prinni- ^ 
pie of decifion, unknown in the adminiftfation of juuice in 
Englatid, viz, by a cafting voice; that was, they had bor- 
rowed the principle of decifion which belonged fo a ddi- 
berative, or popular affembly, and carried it into a Court of 
Juftice/ If judgement ‘Was to be given by a majority, he 
contended that it ought to be a real, and not a fidliti'ous ma- 
jority, becaufe nothing could be more evident than that no 
judgement fhould be given but by a real preponderance of 
opinions; whereas a cafting voice was mere power, and power ' 
had nothing to do with judgement; power belonged only ta 
execution ; it was executive, and not judicial. This was, he 
laid, fo true and acknowledged a principle, that if in any of 
tlie Courts in Weftmuifter Hall the Judges were equally di- 
vided, there could be no judgement; in that cafe the laws 
fuppofed a perfon in pofleffion of an equality of opinions 
on each fide, and could have no motive for faying that either 
of thofe equal weights (hould prevail againft the other. Mr. 

Francis declared, he wilhed to# fee thefe various difficulties 
cleared up, and that a bill of fuch importance Ihould not be 
confirmed without explanation or defence. The very great 
alterations they had made in the lirft bill fliewed that the au- 
thors of it were far from infallible : they had, when the bill 
of I784.was firft introduced, declared it to be a perfedt mea- 
lure: they had neverthelefs altered it materially in 1786; 
perhaps, therefore, it might appear that the fecond bill was 
as imperfedf as the firft had been confeffed to be. In his 
mind it was more imperfedl, and inftead of removing former ‘ 
difficulties, it had produced a multitude of new ones. It 
^perfifted in the conclufion after the premifes were abandoned. 

At firft it introduced a new and dangerous innovation upon 
the ground of pretended neceffity, and it now adhered to that, 
innovation, when the whole ground of neceffity was re- 
nounced apd given up; for thefe reafons, Mr. Francis de - 
clared, he feconded the motion for a new bill, in the terms in 
which it was drawn ; though he meant not to pledge hinifelf 
to fupport, to their lull extent, all the arguments of tlie ho- 
nodrable gentleman who had made the motion. 

The Solicitor Grwr/?/. remarked, that tl'ie two cafes alladed TheSbltciw 
to had long ago fatisfied his mind, that a peculiar jurifdi< 9 :ion 
for the trial of mifdemeanors committed in India was abfo- 
lately neceffary, and that fome years fince all fides of the 
Houfe feemed to be of that opinion. The cafe of the Ar- 
menians was certainly a very hard one on Mr. VereWt, and " 
he, thoi^h counfel againft him, thought his own cafe weak, 
for thoie perfons had traded under Englilh iaftuence and 
connexion, in arms, ammunition, &c., to the pf^judice of 
theCompany* and perhaps of the State; no circomftances 
vot,.xxi. 3 a of 
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of any confiderable ill ufage appeared Iti bringing them from 
Oude, and a verdi< 9 : of 9600I.' damages was ^iven againft Mr. 
Verelft, which the Court thought very large, but fhought'it 
a delicate matter to fet it afide, except in a very outrageous 
cafe. People’s minds were inflamed againft perfons in power 
in India, and he doubted whether the new jurifdiftion would 
have fo very feverely puni/hed an offence againft the law 
committed by Mr. Verelft, probably, as he thought, in the 
execution of his duty. With refpe£l to Lord Pigot’s cafe, 
he obferveJ, that all that part of it which refpe 61 ed previous 
confpiracy and corrupt defign, in apprehending his perfon,^ 
which the Houfe believed wien they ordered the profecu- 
tion, neither was nor could be gone into, nor could any hu- 
man powers of mind and body have enabled the Jury, with- 
out fleep OK refrefliment, to have gone tl)rough it. The evi- 
dence filled two quarto volumes, wdiich it would take a week 
to read and digeft; and therefore the imprifonment of his 
perfon, without lawful caufe, was the only queftion ; and the 
defendants were punilhed in proportion to that, and that 
trial lafled very many hours. In fuch cafes defendants la- 
boured uqder great difadvantage, a Court and Jury were* 
quite exhaufted when their cafe came to-be ftated and proved, 
and half the Jury, perhaps, afleep. Gentlemen had now 
fufficientiy experienced tlie great intricacy and length of 
fuch cafes ; and could it be fuppofed that fuch cafes were- 
ever meant to be judged of by a Jury, whofe time of fitting 
in judgement is only fo long as a man can fall and keep up 
his attention. That tribunal, the beft ever devifed for cafes 
arifing in a country which they themfelves inhabk,. and are 
acquainted with the motives which ufually induce to afl, or 
not a6k in particular w»ays — where tliey underftand the cafes 
which come before them frorn their own habits and experi- 
ence, was but ill fitted for cafes arifing in a diftaiit })rovince, 
very particularly ciVcumftanced, and involving confidera- 
tions, of wliich the general run of Jurymen muft be igno- 
rant. One gentleman had alked, by what rule was it pof- 
fible for the profecutor to fettle whether he would go on in 
the King’s Bench, or before the new tribunal ? The anfwer 
was, that he would be guided by the magnitude, intricacy, 
and length of the cafe — if it was apparently fuch ns required 
many days inveftigatioh, it would go to the fpeclal tribunal ; 
if it was within the compafs of the time allotted to a Jury, 
profecutors would let it be fpeedily concluded. A Jury,^ in- 
ftead of that whicii it was, would be a very bad inllitution, 
“had it not been provided that they fhould not fepjtt’ate, but 
deliver m their verdi( 9 : the genuine impreffion, which the evi- 
dence alpne made upon tfieir minds. He had put it to gen- 
tlemen from; India, whether thy would chufe a pow^r of 

difperfing 



A. 1787. D E 3 A T E 

difperfing to be given to Juries, and put in their power to reaA 
pamphlets and newfpapers, and converfc in taverns dr altv 
houles while tlieir honour and property wer^ at ftake, and' 
they had difapproved of that liberty. Nothing then was left 
but to dr^ift that Jurv, which muft in fonie cafes have the 
power of feparating, from among thofe who muft be prefumed 
more fit to be trufted with it than the common run of man- 
kind. With regard to the ailertion that all fuhje^^s are tried 
for mifdemeanors ftridlly by their Pee rs» it certainly Was not 
true; for the Lords are tried for mifdemeanors by common 
Juries, as Commoners are. It had been afked,^ was there 
i’uch a thing as a criminal tribunal original and final? The 
gentleman who afked it could very eafily anfwer, for he was 
going up to the Houfe of Lords, whofe tribunal was of this 
nature. ‘ 

Mr. declared that he entertained a profound refpe6l 
for the information which the honourable and learned gen- 
tleman had it in his power to give, and lie felt that great 
weight was due to his opinion, He could not however but 
obferve, tliat poor, ignorant, unlettered laymen, like him- 
felf, had not, lately iit leaft, derived any affiftance*from the 
honourable and learned gentleman in condudling the impor- 
tant profecution in which they had been for fome time en- 
gaged, and that the Houfe liad not paid any very great de- 
ference to the advice and judgement of the honourable and 
learned gentleman, when he had declared hiinfclf adverfe ‘to 
their proceedings agaiiift Mr. Haftings. Mr. IJurke animad- 
verted on the Solicitor Generars declaration, that a common 
Jury, compofed of comhion individuals, were not competent 
to decide upon cafes of (lelinqiiency in India, likely to arife 
in future. He faid, that much as he refpedled that Houfe, 
he could not conceive, that the inftant any man entered the 
doors of it, lie became, as it were, gifted with a degree of 
knowledge, and a fund of liberality fuperior to that pollefled 
by people without doors, He hoped that, generally fpeak- 
ing, tliat Houfe reprefented the underftandings, as well as 
the individuals of the mafs of people, atwl that there was no- 
thing fo diftinguiflied in the intelle6ls of members of Parlia- 
ment, as to mark them out from their conftituents, as the 
only proper perfons to be trufted with the reputation and 
property of thofe who might hereafter be brought to trial for 
any part of their conduiji in India. The lionourable and 
learned gentleman, whom, from what he had faid, hefliould 
hold, himfelf entitled to confiJer as the author of the adl of 
1786, had refted the juftification of the bill on experience, 
and nbt on the loofe grounds of fpeculation and exii^riment. 
That was undoubtedly tlie true ground for any great mea- 
fure to ftand upoa, but he ftiouid examuie a little hpw far 
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jthe cKpeti^nce referred to would warrant the inferences 
which the honourable and learned gentleman had drawn from 
it. With regard then to the trials alluded to by the honour- 
able and learnt gentleman ; to that between the Armenians 
and Governor Verellt, and that in the cafe of the feizure of 
Lord Pigot, they rather, in his mind, proved the coroiieten- 
cy of' juries to try Eaft-India caufes than any thing elfe. In 
the former, large damages (nine thoufand pounds) had been 
given; but then, perhaps, as the honourable and learned gen-* 
tleman had found fo much fault with the verdi£l, the Jury 
were incompetent, and had miftakcn the merits of the cafe. 
The Judge alfo might have been equally miftaken in his de- 
claration to the Jury. Suppofnig that however to have been 
the faft, where would the honourable and learned gentleman 
look for competency to decider Under the new bill, men 
furely not more competent than a Judge fitting in his own 
Court in Wefiminller Hall, were to form the tribunal. Let 
the honourable and learned gentleman recolledt however, that 
if there really was any giound to complain of an improper 
decifion ,in the caufe of the Armenians and Governor Ve- 
relil, that caufe was a civil a( 51 ion for damages, and all civil 
adlions for damages wwe left exadlly w'here they were be- 
fore, by the exiuing a<Sl: of T7b6. The w'hole of the argu- 
ment, therefore, which could be drawn out of the caufe of 
Governor Verelft, fell to the ground, ajid was perfeilly in- 
applicable, as a juftification of the new Judicature. With 
regard to the other caufe mentioned by the honourable and 
learned gentleman, that, in refpcdl to Lord Pigot, it was 
clearly a criminal cafe, but be had never heard the verdiA 
complained of. The public- had indeed complained of the' 
judgement, and that oi| the ground of the inadequate fine 
levied. As the honourable and learned gentleman had thought 
proper to infer, that the Jury were half afleep before the 
trial was brought to a conclufion, he (Mr. Burke) trufled 
that it would not be ftraining the point too violently to fup- 
pofc that the of 1786 had now a new feature. -It was a 
fpecific againft foranolency. It fpoke to that Houfe in clear 
.and audible language. It faid, “ Sleep no more I’’ in fuch 
emphatic terms, that from thence forward he fliould imagine 
that fpeh a phsenomenon as a fleeping member of Parlia* 
ment would never be feen. He could fcarcely now credit 
what h}s eyes had formerly beholden, and doubted whether 
Jie had been hiinfelf awake, when ,he had feen one member 
nodding in one part of the Houfe, a fecond lolling at his 
length in found, but not quite filent fomnolency in another, 
|ind a \Mrd, a fourth, a fifth, and fo on, fall afleep in othefs. 
Whatever bad happened, the whole Houfe was hereafter to 
keep v?ide awake^ l^t the hour of debate be protradled ev^ 
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fo long. Mr. Burke next refumpd his inquiry into the 
great difference between members of Parliament and Peers, 
and the individuals that ufually compofed the Juries^ who 
heard and determined in the Courts below. The honourable 
and learned gentleman, he obferved, had faid, that men, who 
went to alehoufes and read pamphlets, were not lit to decide 
on cafes of Indian delinquency. To be fure, members of 
Parliament and Peers did oot ufually go much to alehoufes, 
but-then they went to taverns and colfee-^houfes ; they drank 
wine at clubs of various deferiptions, but generous wine, 
and good coffee, he fuppofed were deemed excellent qualifica- 
tions for the mind of a man likely to become a member of 
the new tribunal, Win'e enlarged the underftanding, and 
unlocked the dormant faculties of the foul. It made men li- 
beral, and it made^ them eloquent. Coffee on the other hand 
cleared the head and purified the jiulgerrtent. It mull con - 
fequently enable men to fee with precifion and decide with 
wifdom. There was therefore fometliing in the argument, 
that thofe who drank wine and* coffee were better qualified 
to judge and determine than thofe who drank pusich and 
beer, and fuch like beverage. But then the honourable gen- 
tleman had Hated another objc< 5 lion, and that was this: men 
who read pamphlets yvere not fit to lit as jurymen incaufes 
of Indian delinquency. Pythagoras faid to his difciples, ah^ 
jVinc a verbis ; but he had never heard of fu«h maxims as 
ahfiine a pemiisy or ahjiinc a pamphlaiisy and he was afraid, 
that, fo far from members of Parliament being in that re- 
fpeft properly qualified, the only fure Way to get a tribu- 
nal, fo as to meet the honourable and leani6d gentleman’s 
definition, would be to chufe noperfons members but fucb as 
could neither ^rite nor read. Mr. Burke contended that 
the new Judicature was infinitely the worft fort of Jury that 
could be iiilVituted, beqaufd it had one of the greateft objec- 
tions belonging to it that could belong to any pannel. The 
members of it were nominated by the Minifter, and it was 
known, foon after the commencement of every feffion, who 
they were. Tliis, as gentlemen would fee, mnft expofe 
them to applications of every fort, and they all knew, as 
members, what fort of applications was made to them when 
perfonal queftions were likely to be agitated in that fdovife* 
A Jury in the Courts below, on the contrary, were unknown 
till the time they were fworn, and, for a variety of reafons, 
were not liable to previous application from the parties in 
whofecaufe they were to decide. He'prefled this upon tl^ 
confideration of the Houfe, as a matter by no means imma- 
terial or unimportant. He next took notic^ of th^ claufe 
in the afl: of 1786, taking away from the Company all right 
to compound caufes with their fcryaQ?s> apd enlarged upon it 
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a-^niatter highly prejiidicul to the Company’s interefls, 
declaring that he looked upon compounding, in many cafesj 
that might pofflblyi^occur, as nothing more than taking five 
fhiilings jn the pound, which, where the debt was large, 
was often a recovery of a confiderafile fum, and which, by 
being difallowed in future, could not but prove the caule of 
great lofs to the Company. He mentioned Mr. Arnot’s 
book on the criminaJ laws of Scotland, in terms of great 
commendation, and faid, he doubted not hut that a right 
honourable and learned gentleman oppofite to him (Mr. Dun-^ 
das) had read it. In that book it was recorded, that the 
Tight honourable gentleman’s father or grandfather was the 
man to whom his country flood indebted for tlie reftora.tion 
of the ineftimable right to trial by Jury. That was an ho- 
nour of which any man might be proud, and he hoped the 
right honourable and learned gentleman did not mean to fol- 
low the example of thole who laviili away their family 
eftates, and idly abandon his family honour, by being him- 
ielf the inrtrument of takiiag away the right to trial by Ju- 
ry fron\.tlie Britifli fubje£ls i?i India. 

Sir yames yohnjhn faid, that he fliould be always glad to 
fee fome plan enforced to bring Eafl-India delinquents tojuf- 
tice, which he was fure could not be done in tlie ordinary 
courfe of trial by Jury; and be believed the Eaft did not 
abound rpore in riches than it did in crimes. He was how- 
ever as much a friend to Juries as any gentleman, and join- 
ed moft heartily in the praifes beflowed upon Mr. Dundas of 
Arnifton, for his good intentions in having been inflrumental 
in introducing the ufeof Juries into Scotland ; but it would, 
he faid, have been flill more to that gentleman’s honour, if 
he had endeavoured to have a^lhered more cmibly to tlie plan 
of Juries in England. Juries in Scotland were a grievance 
rather than a blefling. The SIieriiF chofe forty five men, 
not confined to any defeription, nor poirefled of any quali- 
fication, but taken wherever he could find them, and out of 
thofe the judge chofe fifteen, the majority of whom deter- 
mined, and thofe were the kgaka hgmlm^ di Scotland; fo 
jtlrat it was eafy for any Judge or SherifF to convict wlmm- 
ibever they plealed of whatever crimes they chofe. He be- 
lieved he was himfelf not the moft unpopular man in his 
county in Sotland, and yet he believed a good SheriiF and a 
wife Judge would be able to find eight men that fliould con- 
vi£t him of crimes that he was incapable of committing. 
Many people traduced the Scotch nation for their Having 
principles — but (faid Sir James) Give us Englilh laws, and 

we ill become Englifhmen.’^ 

Mr^ Chancellor Pm declared that he could not fulFer the 
ftatement of the rjglit honourable geatleman on a partifiiJai 
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to pafs unnoticed. The right Ttonourable gentleman had 
ftated that tliofe members of the Judicature that were chofen 
oat of that Houfe, were, ftri< 9 :ly fpealJing, appointed bjr 
the Miniller. If the right honourable gentleman meant ge- 
nerally to infnmatc, that, in every aft of the Houfe, the in- 
flueiice of the Minifter was prevalent, he fhould not attempt 
to enter into the queftion, nor did he think fuch an infinua- 
tion decent or refpeftfitl to Parliament. But, with refpeft 
to the particular objeft immediately in the right honourable 
gentleman’s contemplation, and he believed there were few 
gcfntlemen prefent that did not fully comprehend it, he wiflied 
the Houfe to recolleft for a moment what wire the real cir- 
cumllances of the cafe, before they fuffered themfelves tc 
be led nftray by the right honourable gentleman’s mifrepre- 
fentations. The faft wn«s, that that Houfe had no other in- 
terference in the choice of members for the Eafi-India judi* 
cature, than each gentleman furnifliinga certain lift of names, 
and every name that was found upon twenty of thofe lifts was 
lent in one general lift to the judged who reduced that general 
lift to the proper number by ballot ; from wlrence it followed, 
that fo far from the Minifter’s having the abfolute power of 
appointing the members of the Judicature, it was pofiible that 
lo fmall a minority as twenty might have the nomination. 

Mr. Burke fa id that he could not avoid comparing the right Mr. Burke 
honoura()]e gentleman’s manner of correfting him, to his ha- 
ving put his iiand into a fack of grain, and produced a lample, 
to determine by that the goodnels of the whole, ,Btit the autho- 
rity of the right lionourable gentleman alone lent his contra- 
diftion weight. In elFeft, the Judicature was cholen by the 
majority, and the majority only. Mr, Burke again relumed 
his argument againft the bill of 1786; but on the gentlemen 
of the Treafury-bench ftde of the Houfe crying out Spoke, 

“ fpoke,” he laid he meant to move a new queftion, thequeftioii 
of adjournment. He proceeded to jiiftify the above queftion, 
by declaring that the Houfe in its p.refent temper were not lit 
to decide fo important a queftion as that then under confide- 
ration. Mr. Burke, after a few more words to that cftlrft, 
again fell into argument on the fubjeft of the originjil mo- 
tion, declaring, that the deciding a judgement by a cafting 
vote was in the higheft degree indecent and improper. 

Sir Richard Sutton faid, that he muft rife to fpeak to onler, sir Rkhai^ 
and remonllrate againft the right honourable gentleman’s be- 
ing fufFered to proceed in fo irregular a manner. 

The Speaker defined Mr. Burke to conljne himfeif.to expla- Tl»e Speak- 
nation merely ; or if he meant to move the queftion of adjourn- 
ment, to point his argument to that motion. 

Mr. faid, that he could vindicate^ the privilege which Mr. Foac. 
liis right hortourable friend had of moving the adjpurnmeru. 

-^Witii regard to the objeftion made againft his nbt haviqg 
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fpoken rgreeably to order, certainly the fame objeftion was 
agatnll any other member who had not obfcrved the fame rule 
precifely. He admitted likewife, that if one gentleman con- 
formed to order, it was equally the duty of every other. 

The Speaker now faid, Heaven forbid that any thing which 
comes from the chair fhould be partially diredled againft one 
gentleman, and not another under the fame circumftances. 
The reafon he had taken the liberty to obferve what he did 
was, in confcquence of the right honourable member (Mr. 
Burke) having moved an adjournment of a qiiellion without 
having .olFered the Icall aigument in its fupport. This he 
conlldered agaftll the received rules of the Houte, and there- 
fore he had taken the liberty to offer what he had done. At 
length a violent coughing took place, which occafioned Mr. 
Burke to declare, that as what he had faid could not be an- 
fwered, fo neither could it be coughed away, 

Mr. Burke declared, that he bowed obedience to the chair, 
but he could willi that it might be underftood that the maxim 
held good ^ 

Summum jus fumma injuria^ 

He added, I rife in fupport of the eternal principles of truth 
and juftice, and thofe who cannot or dare not fupport them 
are endeavouring to cough them down.” 

' ^ A violent cry of Order! Order!” immediately took place, 
after which 

Mr. Dmdas (aid, he wondered not, if the right honour- 
able gentleman in fo extraordinary a manner had infifled on 
his privilege of moving a queftion of adjournment, clearly 
in contradidlion to the I'enfe and feelings of the Houfe, that 
the Houfe (hould infill on irs privilege of coughing. He 
faid, he was not the perfonal enemy of the right honourable 
gentleman ; if he was, he fhould have wllhed him to have 
a6ied cxailly as he had done that evening. 

At length the queftion of adjournment was put, and nega- 
yved without a divifion. 

The original queftion was then put, and tlie Houfe divided 
t>n it. Ayes, 01 ; Noes, 128. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

J^uefdayj noth March* 

No bulinefs occurred fufficiently material to give occ»fio» 
to a debate. 

IVednefdayy 2\ft March* 

Mr. Chancellor Bitt folicited the attention* of the Houle to 
a propofal which (he obfcrved) would, doubtlefs, meet a very 
general concurranoe, from the very bighefteem in which the 

iparoeA 
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learned Judgfe, on whofe part it came, was univerfally coii- 
iiderad from his uncommon talents and diftinguiflied integri- 
ty. Sir John Skinner, late the Chief Baron of the Exchequer, 
was now in an advanced period of his life. The Hate of his 
health rendered it neceflary for him to withdraw his fervices 
from that fjtuation which he fo long and fo eminently fiif- 
tained; but the manner in which he did it correfpolided fully 
with the propriety of his general conduct. Having fo ably filled 
this arduous poft, he refigned on terms of fuch unprecedented 
liberality as was worthy of imitation, and fliould be remem- 
bered with his merits. Mr. Pitt, now, moved, ‘‘ That the 
Chairman be inftruded to move for leave^to bring in a bill 
for granting a fupply to His Majefty, enabling him to confer 
a reward on Sir John Skinner, Knight, late Chief Baton of 
the Exchequer, for his able and upright difchdrge of his duty 
in the ftation which he fo long filled.’’ 

Mr. Burke mentioned, that having fo frequently interfered Mr. Bufkfi 
in matters of fupplies, it might not be fupeffluoiis in him to 
obferve, that there never came a p/opo|al for a grant oh better 
principles of acknowledged fei^nce and merit than the pre- 
lent ; for, never was an office fo exalted and laborious, filled 
with more diligence and integrity, and refigned with nior^ 
dignity. He concluded with feconding the motion, which 
was carried unanimoully, and the Houfe relunied. 

Mr. Bajiard rofe to make a motion for dividing the confb- Mr-Eanari^ 
lidatioii duty bill, the one to contain the claufes relative to 
the commercial treaty, the other to be confined wholly to the 
regulations refpedllng the confolidatioil of the duties in cuf- 
tom and excife. He remarked, that relu6lant as he fliould be, 
to impede the meafures of Adminiftration, he was relieved 
from that embarialTment, by having given his fupport to the 
two diltindl meafures comprehended in the bill; and he had 
no motive whatever for rifing to bring forward the motion 
which he meant to fubmit to the Houfe, but tlie conlidera- 
tion that it was unconflitutional to blend and mix two fepa- 
ratc objects in one bill, and by thofe means to deprive the 
members of the Houfe of their clear and undoubted right td 
give their vote diftimSly on each diftimSl meafure. Mr. Baf- 
tard enlarged on this idea, and ffiid, that the principle of put- 
ting the part of the bill refpc£ling the commercial treaty under 
convoy of the part of the bill relating to the confoliJation 
of duties WMs a |)rinciple which ought, in his mind^ never to be 
adopted by a Minificfr, nor fubmitted to by that Houfe, hc- 
caufe if held out ft moft. pernicious example of coupling con- 
fiderations that ought to be kept feparate. In the prelent cafe, 
the confolidationof duties Aras a meafure univerfally approv- ' 
edi but refpe€ting the commercial treaty with France, iIktc. 
certainly w'as, fome difference of QginioOj gentlemen ought 
VoL, XXI. P there- 
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tlierefore to be afForded an opportunity of giving a cliftindl and 
kparate vote upon each fubjeft, and it was almoft treachery 
to tlveir conflituents to fubmit to the evafion offuch fepnratc 
and diftindl vote, by fuffering the two obje6ts to be put into 
one bill. If it were now fubmitted to, d precedent would be 
eliubliflied, which might be carried farther in future, and the 
inofl attrocious and bad meafure might be condu(5fed through, 
uniit r cover of a good and favourite meafure, with which it 
might he coupled. He declared, that he was far from meaning 
to fuggeh, or to infinuate that the right honourable gentle- 
man had been lufluated by any improper nmtive, in |)utting 
the two objefls into one hill; on the contrary, lie was ready 
to admit that the reafons aliedged in debate, tlie other day, w'crc 
llie true realbns, but he was far from thinking them fu/Fi- 
clently ftrong to juilifv a deprivation of the privileges of the 
ineinhers of that Houfi, who had not only a right, hut were 
in duty liountl to vote diftinClly upon each diltin£\ objeft of 
debate. He aflved, how were the conftituent eIe6lors of Great 
Ih itain to judge of the condu6f of tlieir reprefentntives, or to 
know whether they were wovthy again to he lent to Parlia- 
ment, hi^t by their dillin£t votes? and how could they tell 
whether their votes, in the prefent iniiance, if the bill were 
fufrered to remain undivided, were governed by their approba- 
tion of tlie I lench treaty, or their approbation of the confoli- 
dated duties? He concliuled witlunoving. 

That it be an inAru6i:ion to the Committee of the whole 
Houle, to whom the hill for repealing ieveral duties gf cul- 
toms and excife, and in Keu iliertof, and for applying the 
“ laid duties, together witli the other duties compofing the 
‘‘ public revenue, and for permitting the importation of cer- 
“ tain goods, wares, and merclundizes, the proclu6t or ma- 
nufadlure of the European dominions of tlie French King 
“ witli this kingdom, Ihould be referred, that they have power 
to turn the fnid bill into two hills, if they think fit.’’ 

Sir JViUlam feconding the motion, added that his ho- 
nourable friend had fo fully ftated his reafons for bringing it 
forward, that little remained for him to add on the occafion. 
He had no motive whatever for fupporting the motion, but an 
idea, that the members of that Houle ought not to he deprived 
of their cdnftitutional riglit of giving a feparate and diftiiuff 
vote on each feparate and diifindt obje6t of deliberation. -He 
had been a fupporter of both tlie meafures*, and it was there- 
fore indifferent to him whether they were carried into effect 
by one or by two bills; hut, he thought, as there had been 
a difference of opinion refpedling the I^rench treaty, that gen- 
tlemen ought to be allowed to give a diftinft negative to that 
meafure which they w^ere now deprived of doing, on account 
its being coupled with the confolidation of duties, which 
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was univerfally approved. Sir William profefled himfelf to 
be a friend to the commercial treaty, which he conceived he 
had a right to fay met wnth the approbation of the country, 
fince no objection had been made to it without doors. 

Mr. Vyncr declared, that he could not join with the ho- Mr.Vynar.. 
noLirable Baronet in praifing the commercial treaty, notwith- 
ftanding his intentions to fupport the prefent motion. Hav- 
ing objefted to every refolotion propofed Tefpefling it, and 
having uniformly voted againft each of the relblutions, it was 
impolTjhle for him to take the fame ground with tlie honour- 
able Baronet, and declare, that he fliould vote for the motion 
hecaufe he approved of the French treaty. Fie confidered 
the treaty as a meafure highly objedlionable. He declared it a 
meafure, the effeft of which was our breaking with all our 
old Allies, and connedting ourfelves with a new Ally; and 
that a power which always had been hoflile to this country. 

"I’hat alone was a ferious ground oi objc6lion, and fufficient 
in his mind to warrant that Houf'e in putting a negative upon 
that part of the bill. But anotliej; objcbVioh agninll: the com- 
mercial treaty and the confolidation of duties being blended 
in one bill was, that the treaty was expreffl'y to continueonly 
twelve years, whereas the confolidation of duties was general 
and unlimited. With regard to the treaty^’s continuing for 
twelve years, he had not the leaf! expectation ; lie fuppol’ed it 
would he adhered to on the part of h'rance juft, as long as it 
would ferve for France to get a knowledge of all our manu- 
fiClures, and to draw over our artificers and manufacturers, 
and then at a convenient time for themfelves, they wmuld 
break it. 

Mr. Chancellor P/7f remarked, that as the prefent w\as by Mr. Chan- 
"^no means a fit flage for debating the principle of the French ceilorricc, 
treaty, he fliould take no notice whatfoever of any thing that 
had fallen from the honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, as 
the whole of his fpeech was confined to arguments againft 
that meafure, and contained nothing that could apply to the 
motion then under difeufiion. To the honourable gentlemaa 
who liad made, and the horrourable Baronet who had fecond- 
ed the motion, and who, he was convinced, had done fo 
from no uncandid or indireft motive, having each of them 
fully exprefled their approbation of l>oth ineafures in agita- 
tion, as well of the French treaty as of the confolidation of 
the cuftoms, he was convinced that their only objeCl: was to 
have thofe two meafures carried into execution in a manner 
nioft confiftent with the forms of Parliament, and the true 
principle of the conftitution. The honourable gentteman 
who made the motion had done him but juftice in acquitting 
him of any difingenuous intention in coupling the two pro^ 
jeCls in one bill; for, in faCl, inftead of fecuring the accom-» 
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plifliment of the more objeftionable, by conne£ling it with 
the lefs, he ran the ri{k of lofing that which, perhaps, every 
gentleman approved, by uniting \yith it one from which they 
were averfe, for, it was certainly more to be apprehended 
tliat gentlemen would oppofe a meafure, one part of it being 
difagreeahle to them, and the other not lb, than that they 
iliould give their fupport to one that they dilliked, in order tof 
infure one to which hngly there could be no poffihle objec- 
tion. And this was an argument by which he wi filed gentle- 
men would regulate their pradlice; for, if any gentleman 
felt objeftions to the treaty, although a friend to the Cbnfo- 
liclation of cuAoms, or, on the contrary, if any gentleman, 
though approving the treaty, was yet averfe to the confolida- 
tion, it was in that cafe the duty of every fuch gentleman to 
vote again ft both, coupled as they were, hecaule, by rejecting 
both, the Houfe would not he precluded from taking up 
again feparately, and by itfelf, that which was not liable to 
oT)je£lion. He inuft, however, combat one poiition laid 
down by both thofe honourable members, “ that It was un- 
“ parliamentary and nuconftitutional for any two luhjefts to 
be tacked together in one billf’ for, though he admitted, 
that to fubmit any two propofitions in one and the lame re.- 
folutionto the Houle, fucli propolitions diHering in fpirit 
effe<5t eflentially from each other, and liai)!e to meet with 
different fentlinents and opinions from the Houfe, would be 
highly improper and obje<Sional)le, yet in a bill c 9 nlllUng of 
the fuhjeft matter and refult of feveral feparate feiolutions, 
there mull almoft always neceftarily be included variety of 
matter. To illuftrate this ftaternent, he oblerved, tliat even 
if the motion were carried, yet the principle laid down by the 
honourable gentleman would by no means be eftabliflied, for 
flill the bill for confolidating the culloms niuft unavoidably 
contain as many ditFerent proviftons as there were different 
articles of importation, for every one of theii) was to be the 
fuhjeil of a feparate and new regulation; nay, it was not 
merely to contain a great variety of different duties, but the 
very principles of tliofe duties, were, in many inftances, to bq 
different, particularly in the cafe of ad vaUrenj^ duties. Woul^ 
the honourable gentleman then wi/h to have the bill for the 
confolidation of the cuftoms, divided into as many feparate 
hills as there were artiefes in the fchedule of articles of im- 
poriarion? for unlels that were to be done, the principle 
y/hich had been now attempted to be laid down, muff: be de- 
pai ifxl from, apd the folio w“ing fuch a principle would fp 
mulrip’y and emharrafs^ihe bufinefs, that it would not only 
he JifferJt, but p)fo impra6licable to proceed in it. Having 
tlius conirnded tliat the principle did not, and could not pofli- 
biy exift, he had nothing more to dp than to Ihew the two 
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honourable gentlemen, that by adopting it at prefent, the 
very mqafures of which they had exprefled their joint ap- 
probation, would, fo faf from being promoted, become 
Very much retarded, and poflibly defeated. He made feve- 
ral fuj)pofitions of the different methods by which the two 
plans could be carried into effeft feparately — tirft, he fup*^ 
pofed that the treaty was to have the priority, and if that 
Vrere the cafe, he obferved, there mull be niade a very con- 
fiderable redu6^ion in the duties on French commodities, 
and thole duties being already appropriated to particular 
funds, for payjng the intereft of the public debt, fuch funds 
inuft neceflarily be diminilhed, by reducing the duties of 
wliich they were compofed, without providing any equiva- 
lent to anfwer the purpofes for which the fevcral appropria- 
tions had been made. On the contrary, he put the cafe, 
tliat the plan of confolidatioii flrould be firft carried into ex- 
ecution, the confequence then would be, that in that mea- 
fare it would be ablolutely neceflary to regulate the duties on 
French commodities, as well assort others, which would be 
making regulations, before the grounds of neceflity on which 
fuch regulations were to be made had been enafted. 

Mr. fox admitted, that there was fomething more of dif- 
ficulty now, than there would have been at firft in dividing 
the hill, but that difficulty the right honourable* gentleman 
had liimfelf created. The only point in which he faw dif- 
ficulty, was in the duties upon fuch French goods as were 
hot enumerated in the tarift', but he ftated how that might 
b« managed. He then proceeded to argue upon the impro- 
priety of having the two objedfs blended in one bill, and 
^'aid, he not only pQrfevftJy agreed with the honourable gen- 
tleman who made the motion, that individual members of 
Parliament had a right to give a diftinft and feparate vote on 
each diftimft and feparate fubje6l of debate and legiflation, 
but what was of ft ill more importance, that Houle had a 
right to decide upon each fubjevft that came before them fe- 
parately and diftin6lly, and the putting the commercial 
treaty and the confolidatioii of duties into one bill clearly 
deprived the Houle of that right. Mr. Fox contended 
againft thepofition, that inllead of curtailing the powers of 
negativing the commercial treaty, by joining it to the confo- 
lidation of duties, it added to tjbem, and put each meafure to 
a double rifque. As well as their conftituents having a riglit 
to know the reafons, tliat governed their votes upon each 
feparate and diftiiuft meafure that came under confideration 
in the Houle, they as reprefentatives had a right that their 
reafons for voting upon every diftinft meafure fhoukl be 
known, and in the prefent cafe it was inipoflible for their 
fCafoas to go to their conftituents^ They m%ht, he faid^ 
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be called tipon to vote one day for the bill, on account of 
the confolidation of duties being approved, and the next day 
to vote againfl: it, on account pfthe commercial treaty being 
difapproved. He fpoke alfo of the difficulty in which the 
Houle of Lords would be put by the two objeSs being 
biepded together in one bill ; and faid, inftead of affording 
their Lordfliips reafon to complain^ of the Houfe of Com- 
mons for having narrowed their grounds both of debate and 
of voting, the Houfe ought ftudioufly to avoid giving caufs 
for fuch complainu The right honourable gentleman had 
laid great ftrefs on the delay that feparating the hill, and di-' 
vidiiig it into two, would occafion, and had at the fame time 
admitted, that if it had been originally divided into two bills, 
they might by that time have gotten to the length they had 
arrived at. With regard to the delay of a fortniglit, he faw 
no force in that, as an ohjeclion to dividing the bills then; 
and in his min45 a degree of precipitation bordering upon 
indecency had l>een uled in pafling the refolut ions. 

Mr. w. Mr. fV* Grenville obfet-ved, that tlie right honourable 

C-rcnviHc. geatleman (Mr. Fox) had been hinifelf obliged to confefs, 
that there would be a difficulty in leparating the bill, on ac- 
count of the duties on goods not ftated in the tariff; and 
maintained, that the difficulty alluded to, were of itfclf a 
fufficient anfwer to all that had been urged by the riglit ho- 
nourable gentleman, as the whole line of his argument had 
been inconfiflent with the admiffion of that difficulty. Mr* 
Grenville contended, that the right honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Fox) had not reafoned fairly upon what had been faid 
by his right honourable friend, who clearly demonftrated, and 
in his mind incoiitrovertibly proved, that the bill could not 
be divided into two witiiout manifeft inconvenience, and 
even the rifque of the confolidation of duties. The right 
honourable gentleman faid, tl)at his right honourable friend 
had laid great ftrefs on the argument of delay. He did not 
recolleft that his right honourable friend had laid any ftrefs 
whatever on delay ; certain he was, no improper precipita- 
tion had been ufed in any part of the bufinefs of the com- 
mercial treaty* With regard to the refolutions that the 
Houfe had come to, it was eflentially neceffary that with all 
reafonable difpatch the Public lliould be made acquainted 
with the fentiments of Parliament refpetSing the treaty, and 
therefore the refolutions had been early moved; but he ap- 
pealed to the Houfe, whether they had not had a full op- 
portunity of difcuffing every one of them, and confidering 
them in all their bearings. With refpeft to the Houfe of 
Lords, he faw no ground for arguing, that putting the two 
objefils into one bill, would at all narrow their right of de- 
bating pr yotlhg. Had the bills beei] daftinft, each of them 
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would have been a money bill, and confequently the Lords 
could only have rejected or pafled them. But how gould it 
be contended that they had any reafon to complain, when 
by having lent the relblutions of that Houfe up to the 
Lords, their Lordfliips had been admitted to a full opportu- 
nity of difcufling all the topics the relblutions referred to, 
and had done fo notorioufly. They therefore had difpoled of 
their opinions as to the particulars of the commercial treaty, 
and might ftill rejeft the whole of the bill, if they thought 
proper. Mr. (hen vi lie concluded with declaring, that he 
lliould oppofe the motion, as he was clearly convinced that 
it would be a moft inconvenient, if not an imprailicable 
meafure to feparate the bill and divide it into two. 

Sir Gr^y Cooper obferved, that as he had fome fliort time Grey 
fince moved a queftion lubftantially the flune as the prefent, 
and had given the reafons and grounds for his opinion on the 
matter, he would not have prefumed to fpeak again on the 
fuhjecf, if his mind did not continue to be imprefled with 
the cleared convidtion, tliat the* keeping the bill for ren- 
dering the commercial treaty with France efFedlual, ^united 
and incorporated with the hill for the confolidation of the 
revenues of cudoms and excife, was a dangerous breach of 
the forms and rules fettled and edablidied by long and uni- 
form pradlice and ulige, not only for the regularity and 
order of the proceedings of that Houfe, but in the inter- 
courfe between the two Houfes in their legiflative capacities, 
and particularly in the mode of palling bills. Buc the right 
honourable g'uuleman had put his defence of the meafure of 
joining thole two hills togetlier (which he admitted, ought, 
if/))odiI)Ie, to have been kept feparate) upon the extreme dif- 
ficulty and inconvenience tlierc would have been in adjuding 
the confolidation hill to t!; ’ French treaty. To that he 
anfwcred, that arguments from inconvenience could not 
judity the departure from the rules and orders of parliamen- 
tary proceeding in paliing hills. But he conceived, J|[hiit if 
the confolidation hill had been fird pafled, (which might 
have been eafily accom[)li filed fince the 26th of February 
lad) and all the various duties had been revoked, and all the 
appropriations re-adjulied to the new plan, not only the ta- 
riff for the Frencli treaty, but the .new book of rates for 
carrying the feventh article into execution, might have been 
edablilhed by a feparate bill for rendering the French treaty 
efleblual ; and there certainly ought to be a feparate book of 
rates lor duties which Were to lad only for twelve years, but 
which, during that period, might have been fo formed, as 
not to embarrafs the execution of the general confolidation 
bill. He cited feveral precedents from the Journals of cafes 
from 1680 to i774> to prove, that whenever two or more 
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diftinft and independent matters were united in One till, thc^ 
members declared, that they could vote for one part, but 
not for the other.” Motions for inftruftions, iimilar to 
that propofed by the honourable member, had never in any 
inftance been retufed. He challenged any mailer of order to 
produce one precedent of fuch a refufah He faid, that the 
moft important part of the queftion was, that by this depar- 
ture from the eJlabliflied rules of proceeding between the 
two Houfes in the mode of paffing bills, the moft eflential 
privileges of that Houle, and the conftitutional rights of 
tlie People luiglit be endangered : for inftance, the Commons 
were entitled to infill, that the I-ords iliould make no altera- 
tion whatloever in a bill of fupply, or for the impofition of 
duties ; but that Houle had never been fo ahfurd as to deny 
the privilege of that branch of the Legillature, to give their 
diflent to every propofition which they Ikoulcl dilap^nove: 
when they lent up to the Lords a bill confifting of two dlf- 
tindt and independent propofitions, or in other words, when 
they tacked the French treaty to tlie hill for fimplifying 
public^ accounts, and coniolidating the duties, they did in 
cileft control the privilege of their free diffent, and com- 
pelled them to take all or none. In the year 1699, when a 
liinilar attempt was made by fending up to the Lords a bill 
for granting an aid to His Majefty by fale of forfeited ellatcii 
in Ireland, and by a Irjul tax in England, the Lords ex- 
prclled their rerentment in arguments of great w^eight, en- 
tered on tlie Journals of the Houle of Lords, in which they 
infifted, at a conference, tliat inch proceedings w’ere deftriuSlive 
of the freedom of deliate, injurious to tlie privileges of the 
Peers, and dangerous to the Conftitution ; and the Lord 
Chancellor, in his fpeecli to both Houles in 1678, obferved, 
^hat tacking together feveral independent matters in one 
hill, muft teiu| to provoke the otlicr branches of the Legif- 
latiire to depart from thole rules to which the long-eftabliJh- 
ed foims of Parliament had confined tliem, and could have 
no other elFecl: than finally to introduce diforder and con- 
fufjon. With refi)e(ft to the proceedings in the Committee 
which was inftitiited on the 6tli <»f I cbruary lalt, to take 
into coiifideration fo much of the King’s Ipeech as related to 
the fimplifying the public accounts, he found, to his furn 
prife, upon looking over the fchcdule of the duties of cul- 
toms, that new taxes had been impofed by more than one 
hundred relblutions upon timber for fliip-building, deals, 
hattejis and ftaves from any part of Europe, to the amount 
of one farthing for each gallon wliich they contained ; aiul 
he could confidently affert, thati the mode of proceeding in 
Lying thole additional duties was informal and irregular, and 
I coiitrary 
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contrary to the letter and the fpirit of the ftanding order in 
,1667, refpefting the compofition of i)ew duties, 

Mr, Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he could not let a Mr. ch^u^ 
charge brought againft him by fo relpeiSiable an authority ccJlorPUtv 
efcape unnoticed, and the more efpeclally as he was perfua- 
ded, that he could eafily prove that the honourable Baronet 
was miftaken. The honourable Baronet had declared, that 
he fpoke with more than ufual confidence when he charged 
him with having, without notice and by furprlze, introdu- 
ced the regulation of duties upon various articles into the 
bill ; but he was in the recolle£lion of the Houfe, whether 
he had not, in his opening of the fubjedl of the confolida- 
tion of duties, expreffly ftated, that it would be necelTary to 
regulate certain duties beyond the converfion of the frac- 
tions into integral parts, and that when he came to luch 
duties, he would not fail to call thcj attention of the Houfe 
to the fubjecEl. — At the fame time he had particularized 
timber as one of the articles uRon which the taxes would 
be to be regulated ; and the honourable member for Hull 
had at the time rifen in his place, and declared, \hat lie 
fliould have fomething to fay upon that fubjeft, when it 
was under confuleration : in compliance with his notice he 
had afterwards fully ftated to the Committee the grounds 
upon wliich the new regulations were made, and it had then 
undergone difcuflion. The honourable Baronet had talked 
of the new duty being about a farthing a gallon : meafu- 
ring by the gallon was not very ufually a mode of meafuring 
timber; but the fait was, that the regulated duties referred 
tp timber, and the farthing a gallon had been mentioned as 
the efFedl: which the laying additional duties on ftaves would 
have upon the fpirits imported in pipes and hogflieads. 

Sir Grey Cooper obferved, that iiotwithftanding what had sir Grey 
fallen from the right honoura]>le gentleman with fuch an 
air of triumph, he fliould not hefitate to aflert, with all his 
former well-grounded confidence, that the voting without a 
previous inftrudiion to the Committee, additional duties on 
feveral articles of wood imported for different purpofes from 
Ruffia and Pruflia and other places in Europe, was an in- 
formal and irregular parliamentary proceeding. With re- 
gard to the mode of meafuring timber by the gallon, the 
ridicule was at once unworthy and unmerited, for every 
gentleman muft know, that he meant to allude to fpirits, 
when he faid, a farthing a gallon would' be the difference 
made by the new regulation of duty ou pipe ftaves, 
of hogflieads, and kilderkins* 

Mr. Martin profeffed great confidence in the right hen Mr.Martln? 
nourable gentleman’s good intentions, but faid, that he 
ilioul’d think meanly of himfclf, if he gave up his ind^pen- 
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d^nce as a member of that Houfe: be had fupported the 
commercial treaty, becaufe he conceived it to be a wife mea- 
fure, and likely to prove advantageous to the country ; but 
he fliould vote for the prefent motion, as he thought the 
arguments on which it had been relied extremely ftrong, 
and was not convinced that they were otherwife by any 
thing which he had that day heard from the right honoura- 
ble Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Mr. BaibrU Mr. Bnjiard declared, that he was confirmed in his fenfe 
of the propriety of the motion, by the argument of the 
right honourable gentleman oppofite to him, lince that right 
honourable gentleman had himfelf admitted, that the Houfe 
had a right to give their dillindl: votes an eacli diftindl mea- 
fure: why tl)en did the right honourable gentleman rciufc 
to permit the Houfe to exercife that right, which he ad- 
mitted fo clearly belonged to them ? The freedom of vot- 
juGf was not lefs valuable than the freedom of debate, whicli 
;iie right honourable gentleman had himfelf faid that 
Houfe ought to enjoy. 

At length the queilion was put, and the Houfe divided ; 
i^yes 65, Noes 184; Majority 119. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Y hu rjday^ 2 zd Marche 

Mr.Fr .rc;3 Mr* Francis begged leave to fubmit to tlie Houfe a propo- 
iition, which he conceived would give facility to the public 
bufinefs, and meet with general approbation. It was refpec- 
ting the examination of the W'itneires relative to the charges 
then 'before the Houfe. There were certain material points 
in the charge, which he had particularly undertaken to bring 
before the Committee, viz. that concerning the revenues, 
which made it neceflary to examine a few gentlemen. W hen 
tlie witneffes had laft been at the bar, the attendance was 
extremdy thin ; the propofal therefore that he had to offer 
was, that inflead of examining the witneffes at the bar ot 
the Houfe, they fliould be examined before a Committee 
above Jlairs, and that Committee be direded to report the 
evidence to tlie Houfe. 

Mr.DuncJa’j Mr. Dundas oblcrved, that there was one obvious objec- 
tion to this propofal, which was, that a Committee would 
necefiarily he compofed of a certain feledl number, whereas 
every individual member had a legal right to be prefent when 
the witneffes were examined, and to take part in tlie exami- 
nation, if he thought proper, and, indeed, efpecially ought 
to be lo ill a criminal proceeding, on which the Houfe was 
to decide as accufers. If by making it an open Committee, 
this objedion could be removed, perhaps the propoCil might 
not he much reflfled. Mr. Dundas faid, that fie would take; 
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tlie p!' fent opportunity to 6ffer a few hints, which without 
meaning to fay any thing harfli, to gentlemen on the other 
litle, it became an .indifpen fable duty to fuggeft to the 
Honfe relative to ?be psoceecling in wdiich they had been for 
feme tune engage i He then remonftrated. on tlie pra61ice 
which they hau c ontinued of calling for voluminous 
papers jull a day or two before every new and fepa'rate 
charge was about to he oj^etied* Such a cuftom muft tend, 
!iot only to confufe gentlemens’ minds, and keep them in 
continual labour, but had a very awkward appearance. 
Either, when the right honourable gentleman oppofite to 
him made his charges firft, he was fatibfied that he was in 
poil( Hion of fufficient evidence to fupport them, or he wras 
not. If he had been fatisfied, why call for more pajxTS juft 
a clay or t\Vo before every charge was to be opened ? He 
would move, for the future, that no papers fhould be alkad 
for, or granted, unlefs gentlemen came and ftated, that upon 
a clofer examination of the particular charge, they had un- 
dertaken to move, that they difeovered that certain links in 
the chain of evidence, neceffary to fupport the proof of the 
faefts ftated in the charge, were wanting, and upoh fuch an 
aflertion made out to the fatisfaeftion of the Houfe, no gen- 
tleman would be fo unrealonable as to refufe the granting of 
thoi’e papers. Anotlier confideration whicli he vvilhed to 
fuhmit to gentleman was, the ftate and lltuation of the bufi- 
nefs of tlie intended impeachment, and the period of the 
year. Every gentleman muft, he conceived, be extremely 
defirous to have the impeachment go up to tlie Houfe of^ 
Lords in fufficient time to have it put into a w^ay of trial 
at leaft this feffion ; and at any rate, it would, he fhould 
imagine, be difgraceful to that Houle, if they did not con- 
trive to Iiave done their part fo far, as to have formed the 
articles of impeachment by the beginning of May, and tojiave 
e^nabled the Houfe of Lords to proceed upon the trial in that 
inondt. He could not therefore help exprefling his furprize, 
that the right honourable gentleman oppofite to him, and th^ 
other honourable gentleman who had hitherto condiufted the 
hufmefs, had not moved to report the refolutions come to 
by the Houfe, and alfo moved the neceffary qiieftions upon 
them, fo that thofe profeffional perfons, verfant in the nature 
of legal evidence, and the pradice in cafes of criminal pro- 
ceeding, whofe affiiftance he prefuined would naturally be 
looked to, might, while the Committee were inejuiring into 
fuch remaining charges as were meant to be brought for- 
ward, be at the fame time going on in forming the articles 
which were to be the articles of impeachment to be ulti- 
mately carried up to the Houfe of Lords. Undoubtedly 
the opinions of the right honourable gentleman who had 

3 0^2 'brought 



484 ^ AX L I A M E N T A R Y A. 1787. 

brought in all, and thofe other 'gentlemen who had opened 
fome of the charges, would have, and ought to have, very 
great weight with the Houfe throughout the bufinefs : furely 
then, thofe gentlemen ought to confider, what he had before 
adverted to, the period of the year, and the increafing pro- 
bability of attendances becoming more and more thin. 

Kr. Burke. Mr. Burke thanked the right honourable and learned gen- 
tleman for the propofitions which he had made, and the very 
judicious obfervations with which he had accompanied them* 
He gratefully accepted the propofitions, and would certainly 
adopt them ; but tlie right honourable and learned gentle- 
man muft permit him to fay a few words on lome parts of 
what he had urged. With regard to calling for papers, he 
w^as willing to agree to call for no more, but upon the con- 
dition fuggefted by the right honourable gentleman ; and he 
could klTure him, that he had not calk d for any in the courfe 
of tlie prefent felTion, or fcarcely any for the purpoi’e of fa- 
tisfying his own mind as to any one of the charges, or of 
* the fadts contained in them. His own mind had been long 
fince completely fatisfied ; but he had called for them to fa- 
tisfy the* minds of others, and in order to remove doubts 
ilated and fuggefted in debate upon the charges already heard. 
When therefore it happened to him that a paper would tend 
at one and the fame time to elucidate palTages and parts of 
any charge about to be opened to the Committee, and to 
clear up and remove doubts that had been hated refpedling 
any parts or paffages of charges already examined into, he 
had thought it right to call for that paper, but he had never 
called for an unimportant paper, or unneceffiirily put papers 
upon the table. With regard to the conduft of the impeach- 
ment, moft certainly the aid of profelfional men, men verfed 
equally in the law of Parliament, and the law of evidence, 
muft be had and obtained ; for although he knew, from long 
experience^ fometliing of the law of Parliament, and had in 
the courfe of his life looked frequently into law books on dif- 
ferent fubje£ls, he meant not to truft tl\e iflue of a matter 
lb important in every point of view, to fo weak, uninform- 
ed, immature and incompetent an head and under (landing as 
hisow’n. He had the utitioft anxiety upon his mind, that 
the matter fliould go up to the Lords in a lhape regular, com- 
plete, formal, and perfebl; that, the Houfe fliould not be 
liable to fuflain the difgrace of having fent up and prepared 
an impeachment, every point of which did not ^rima facie 
appear to be fignificant of the gravity, caution, and folemnity 
which ought to mark the condudl of the Houfe of Com- 
mons in Inch an awful proceeding. Mr. Burke expatiated 
on this idea, and faid, that his whole attention had long 
been engrofled by the lubjeiSl, and that there was not on re- 
cord 
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cord a proceeding at all fimilarto which he had not adverted^ 
and clofely examined, and he could not but acknowledge, 
that fcarcely any one of them appeared to him to have b^n 
managed with due attention, or tendered in any proportion 
fo complete and perfedl, as, in his mind, it became the ho- 
nour and dignity of that Houfe to have made them. He 
mentioned fome of the rights which had been claimed by 
that Houfe on fuch occafions, and faid, that although he 
fliould be very forry that there fhould ultimately appear to 
be any real occafion to “take advantage of them, yet he 
/hould hold it unwile, if, on the enfuing, or any other oc- 
cafion, that Houfe were entirely to abandon them. He 
mentioned one in particular, which former precedents jufti- 
fied, and that was, that the Houfe fliould perfift in its right 
of faying, at the bar of the Houfc of Lords, article the 
Houfe of Commons docs not injifi on^ and to exercife that right 
as often as occafion fliould render it neceffhry or difcreet. 

Mr. Francis obferved, that one objedlion jftated by the Mr. Fram- 
right honourable and learneu gentleman (Mr. Dundas) was, 
in fpeciilation and theory, fo obvious, that it appeared to be 
unarifwerable ; but compare it with the faft, and it Vould 
then fink to nothing. The right honourable and learned 
gentleman had faid, that every member had a legal right to be 
prefent at the examination of witnefles at the bar, and to 
take part in it, if he thought proper, and that appointing a 
Committee would narrow that right, and limit it to the 
number of members. In fpeculation and theory, the aller- 
tion was true, but hovy^ Hood tlie fa£f ? In the examination 
of witnefles on the preceding Tuefday, fcarccly more than 
eight members were prefent the whole day. He wiflied, 
therefore, to create an attendance, and the Committee which 
he had meant to propofe, would, he was perfuaded, attend 
their duty. Mr. Francis added, that the remaining fix wit-^ 
jieffes would take up but a very ftiort time to examine, as he 
had not above fix or fevcii queftions to put to each. 

The Speaker confirmed the fa6f, as to the fmallnefs of the 
number of members prefent on Tuefday. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared, that he perfeftly coincided 
with bis r gilt honourable friend (Mr. Dundas) who fat near 
him; and then proceeded to corroborate that gentleman’s ar- 
gument, and having fubftantiated all which had fallen from 
him on the fubjedt of written evidence, he applied the fame 
reafoning to prove the impropriety of Calling any more wit- 
neffes whatever to the bar, in the prefent advanced ftage of 
the profecutioii, unlefs it could be clearly fliewn that fome 
farther information was abfolutely neceflary, and that with- 
out fuch, there would be a material deficiency in that body 
of evidence on which their proceedings were to be founded. 

'But 
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But he declared, th^it he jfhould be particularly jealous of any 
propofal for the examination of witnefles, which fliould come 
from the honourable gentleman' oppofite todiim (Mr. h'ran- 
cis) after the di (honourable and difgraceful lltuation into 
which he had, on a late occafion,*' involved the Houfe, by the 
lhameful and uncandid advantage which he had taken in his 
examination of Captain Mercer. He inveighed againft the 
conduft of Mr. Francis, contending that he had firft pro* 
cured, by his own immediate and p alpable interference, a 
letter to be written to him by Captain Mercer, containing 
the grofleft and moll violent calumnies againft Mr. Haftings, 
and then fo managed the examination of that letter, as to 
caufe it to be entered upon the minutes of the Committee, 
thereby making the Houfe in feme meafure the accomplices 
in recording and pub! idling a moft indecent libel. He ar- 
gued againft, what he called, the illiberality of fuch a mode 
of proceeding, and the dangerous tendency of adopting the 
pra6tice into which the Houle had been led by the honoura- 
hie gentleman, of taking ,a written document as evidence, 
when the very perlcii who had compofed it (and that clearly 
with a view that it ftiould be produced as evidence) was 
prefen t, and might be examined vha voce. He fliould, for 
thefe reafons, therefore, upon the enfuing day, obje6l to the 
examination of any farther evidence whatibever. As to 
the projedl of examining witnefles in a private Committee, 
to that he Ihould alfo give his moft determined negativ:, as 
well on the grounds of the manifeft injuftice of fuch a pro- 
ceeding in a criminal inquiry, as from the proof before tlie 
Houfe, from the recent tranfadlion to which he had alluded, 
that fuch a ftep, illegal in itfclf, would probirbly be pufhed 
to the very utmoft extent of its bad and dangerous confe- 
quences. 

Mf. Francis Mr. FrancU anfwered,, that it was impollible, after fo per- 
fonal and diredl an attack, not to lay a word or two in his 
own defence. In the firft place, he denied that the letter 
was written at his inftigation. With refpedl to Captain 
Mercer, he was not acquainted with him pcrfonally, nor had 
he been ever in his company till he law him at the bar of the 
Houfe. He knew him by charadler only, and a more re- 
fpedlable trader, a man of fairer and more unimpeached cha- 
radler never adted as a trader in India. What he wanted to 
get at, by calling upon Captain Mercer as a witnefs, was in 
refpedt to the opium fent out by. Mr. Haftings to China. 
When Mr. Haftings took up fliips for that purpofe, Mr. 
Haftings had aflerted, that there were no bidders for the 
Company’s opium. The fadl was, Captain Mercer had come 
to Calcutta to bid for it, and was willing to pay for the 
whole of it in ready money. It was, therefore, to that 
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point that he wanted to examine Captain Mercer. In order 
to afcertain whether Captain Mercer knew any thing about 
the opium, he had defired a friend to call upon Captain 
Mercer, and the Captain Jiad written him the letter. How 
could he help that ? When he read the letter, he was forry 
to find fo much of the contents irrelevant, and the realbn 
was, he knew the ufe, that artful and ingenious men might 
make of it in that Houle. But then he was obliged to pro- 
duce the whole letter or no part of it. Had he only pro- 
duced an extrndl, and it ever had been found out, that parts 
of it had been kept back, he ftiould have been charged with 
the fupprcffion of evidence, and many things would have 
been faid of him, that would have been o^tremely unplea- 
fant. With regard to the witnefles to be examined, he had 
the order of the Houfe for their attendance, and as the 
points lie meant to examine them to, were material, he 
hoped he fliould be permitted to call the witnefles to the bar, 
if he might not examine them before a Committee, efpecially . 
as he could anfwer, for himfelf* at leaft, that their examina- 
tion would be extremely Ihort. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt contended, that Captain Mercer’s Mr. Chatin 
letter had been apparently written at the inftigation of the 
honourable gentleman, as was evident from every circum- 
fiance attending tlie whole tranfadlion. He then read tli^ 
letter, commenting upon it as he proceeded. 

To Philip Francis, Efq. 

Sir, 

Major Webber having called feme days fince at my 
friend Mr. W'alker’s in Opper Charlotte Street, to inquire 
if I was returned from Ireland, and Mr. Archdekin ha- 
ving called this morning when I was from home, and ha- 
ving mentioned to Mr. Walker the purport of the former 
gentleman’s vifit, as well «is of his own, which was to 
inquire, for your information, whether any pofitive or 
fpecific offer had been made by me to Mr. Haftings for 
‘‘ the purchafe of a confiderable quantity of opium, which 
was exported on the account and rifk of the Company, 
upon the pretext or fujipofition that merchants would 
not buy it as they always had done in former years, and 
Mr. Archdekin having mentioned the probability of my 
being examined in a Few days in th?4 Houfe of Commons 
touching the above bufineis, I fliall take the liberty of re- 
“ lating in this letter all I know of it, to the end that you 
may judge, whether fuch an examination is of any im- 
portance or not in the prefent ftage of Eafl-India bufi- 
« nefs. 

W’’hen 
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When the inutility and monftrous expence of the little 
Bengal fquadron of little men of war had fully appeared, 
** and Government thought proper, in confequence thereof, 
to fell the Ihips which compofed it, -I became the pur- 
** chafer of the ftiip called the Refolution ; and having fol- 
lowed no other than the trade to the Malay Coaft and 
China, and meaning to continue it even upon a larger 
fcale than heretofore, and to increafe the probability of 
fuccefs tljerein, i thought it expedient to proceed to 
“ Bombay, to dock and fheath my Ihip with copper, "I'his 
‘‘ being done in June 1781, I arrived in Bengal in Auguft 
of the fame year, and had the mortification to he inform- 
ed by my friend Mr. Charles Wefton, that he had not 
provided any opium for me, becaufe (find the honeft man) 
** it has not been this year put up to public fale, upon a 
prefumption that there would not he any buyers, and we 
are told that it is all to be exported on the Company’s ac- 
count, and the reafon alTigned for this novelty is, a pre- 
fumed want of experience in the merchants to purchafe. 

‘‘ Upon this otcafion I joked a little with my friend, 
afking him if any rumours of my death or fhipwreck 
had been circulated in Calcutta, for without that the Go- 
vernor and Council might prefume there would be at leaft 
one very confiderable purchafer. 

My miend Wefton’s information, corroborated by the 
general report of the town, that the opium was this year 
to he exported on the Company’s account, did not fatisfy 
me. I had prepared my fliip at a large expence for an 
important voyage. I jwas willing to buy opium, and 
would nondrop the defign until 1 Ihould be informed by 
« government authority that it could not be efFedled: with 
this view I repaired to Mr. Wheler, (Mr. Wilder at this 
time (Auguft 1781) was afting Governor General and 
Council in his foie perfon, Mr. Haftings being then he- 
leaguered or befteged in the fort of ChunarGhur, in con- 
fequence of his expedition to Benares) and Mr. Wheler 
^ informed me, that it had been refolved to export the 
<< opium of that year on the Company’s account, and that 
this refolution had been taken from an opinion that mer- 
chants would not purchafe as heretofore. I expreffed both 
furprize and difappointment. Surprize! becaufe Charles 
Wefton had an a6tual commifTion in his pocket to pur- 
chafe a large quantity for me at whatever might be the 
market price, and to extend it ftill farther and beyond 
my ufual annual quantity in cafe the price was moderate. 
Difappointment ! becaufe I had prepared my fliip at a 
great expence for an opium voyage, and did not at that 
moment know what to do with her.— Mr. W. faid,’ he 

was 
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was alfo forry, and continuing the converfation, I faw 
that the exportation arrangement had been lately taken ; 
for he (Mr. W.) confefled that the Ihip of Mr. Thorn- 
“ hill, which was to carry the opium to China, was not 
then arrived from Bombay. 

** Conceiving from this, that poffibly the refolution of 
council for exporting the opium on the Company’s ac- 
count was not irrevocably taken, I made what I thought 
a very bold, and what ought to have appeared a very ad- 
vantagecus oiler to the Company, viz. to buy all the 
Company’s opium then in Calcutta, amounting to 1300 
chefts, and which was defigned to be exported under the 
‘‘ management of Mr. Thornhill, at the rate of 375 cur- 
‘‘ rent rupees per chert ; and as it was well known that the 
treafury was at that time perfe6Hy empty, I added, as an 
inducement, that I would pay the whole purchafe money 
down in fix days time. Mr. Wheler refufed, but in re- 
“ fufing he feemed to think it^necelFary to give reafons for 
rejecting a propofitlon which moft men would hfive 
thought exceedingly a propos and convenient for the pub- 
lie emergencies; and certainly, Sir, his reafons were fuch 
as would not be offered by any one who had obferved and 
reflefted upon the general management of the Company’s 
commercial affairs in India; for example, ^ If,’ fays he, 
you expeft to make advantage by purchafing this opium, 
and exporting it on your own account, why Ihould not the 
Company expedt an equal advantage upon the exportation 
of it on their own accounts ?’ To which I agreed, provi- 
ded the Company could find a man to ferve them with 
‘‘ the fame fidelity as Thomas Mercer would ufe in ferving 
himfelf. There paffed much other converfation between 
us, and in conclufion he recommended me to make my 
propofal to the Governor General, then at Chunar Ghur. 
This I refufed to do, telling Mr. Wheler that theGover-r 
nor General would not either anfvver my letter, or give 
an ambiguous and fliuffling anfwer to it; and I confefs 
the lart term, whicli is not a very refpedlful one, was 
purpofelv made ufe of in order to obferve the counte- 
nance Mr. Wheler, and to difeover whether any of 
the old impreflions concerning Mr. Haftings ftill remain- 
ed upon his mind. His anfwer and his manner both con- 
vinced me that he had endeav6ured to efface them. — ^ I 
am forry,’ fays he, ^ Capt. Merger, to hear you exprefs fuch 
fentiment^ of the Governor General.’ To which I re- 
y plied, I am a fimple, nnaffedled man, and have always, 
‘^ throughout my life, facrificed to truth, what in many 
“ cafes I might have gained by a complaifance for the paf- 
“ fions and foibles of great men, of Whofe weak lides I am 
Vox. XXI. 3 R not 
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not altogether ignorant, having had to do with feveral of 
“ them in different parts of the world. * 

The audience was now doled, after telling Mr. Whe- 
ler that 1 would go home and reduce my propofitions into 
writing, and would fend them to him on that day ; ol>- 
ferving, that when they fhould he permanently fixed upon 
[laper, he would he better able to confuler them with the 
attention which they d(‘ferved. 

This being done, and fent to Mr. Wheler, T received 
on the next day either a note in writing or a meflage 
(for at this diflance of time I cannot recollefl; which) 
‘‘ defiring to fee me; and having attended upon liim ac- 
cordingly^ he told me that he was forty the reiolutions 
of Council could not he refeinded ; and after a j»aufe he 
clifeovered his chief motive for defiring to fee me, hy afk- 
ing whether I confidered my letter as a private or a public 
application ? I anfwered, that the matter of my letter was 
of public concern, hut that, being perfedly indiflerent as 
to the matter of appearing upon record as a large dealer, 
I would leave it to himftlf to do with as bethought pro- 
per ;♦ for wdiicli he was pleafed to thank me, and 1 took 
leave. 

The above contains the fuhftance, and in many places 
the very words which palled between Mr. Wheler and me 
“ upon a fubje^f, wliich in the ifiue occafioned a very great 
lofs to the Company: 1 Iiad notliing to do with Mr. 
Haflings, and indeed refufed to have any thing to do with 
him; lor T knew his love of novelty; and the exporta- 
tion of opium to China being altogetlier novel, and at- 
tended with hazard as being contraband, I knew enongli 
of his temper to he perfnaded that he would maintain it 
with his wonted inflexibility. I knew afliiredly that the 
man who negociated with the Berar Raja, who continued 
a war with the Mahrattas very long after he knew of the 
war with France, who would have given up the northern 
circars to the Nizam, and wlio would have ceded to the 
Dutch a valuable territory for tlie paltry and inefficacious 
affiflance of two thoufand undifeiplined Topafles, could 
not be diverted from his purpofe by any reprefentations 
which I might make, and therefore I would not take the 
trouble of writing to him; biit I mull do him juftice by 
declaring my belief of his total ignorance of my propo- 
fitions to Mr. \V heler, fori believe they were not com- 
municated to him. v 

1 will not apologize to you, Sir, for the lengthened de- 
‘‘ tail of tlie opium bufinefs, becaufe I think it will not of- 
fend you ; but I have caufe to afk pardon for tlie intrtJ- 
** fion of the greatefl part of this page, as being foreign to 
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it, and unconnedted with it; but it is not eafy to fupprefs 
our indignation, when we hear a man trumpeted forth as 
the Saviour of India, in whofe condudi: we can'‘fcarcely 
difcern any thing but abfolute Quixotifm, of which the 
fadls above mentioned are palpable examples. 

I have the honour to be, very refpedlfully, 

Sir, your moil obedient, humble fervant, 

THO. MERCER.*’ 

He faid, he did not wifli to throw any refledlion whatfo- 
ever on the charadter of Captain Mercer ; he might be (as 
the honourable gentleman had Hated) the moll: refpeclable 
trader in India; but it was certain, that in the prefent in- 
ftance he liad fhewn a great degree of indiferetion, and not 
a little of malevolence. He delired to know, if it were not 
a concerted feheme of the honourable gentleman’s, how it 
happened tliat the letter at full length had been entered on 
tile minutes, inftcad of proceetMng in the ufual and only 
proper metlu>d of bringing out the fubftance of it, i^it were 
true, by way of queilion and anfwer? 

Mr. I'rmicls reiilied, that the right honourable gentleman Mr. Francis 
had affixed lii o wn ideas upon his argument. He had not 
faid Captain Mercer’s letter was indilcreet, that it was ma- 
levolent, or a grofs libel on Mr. Haftings : he had merely 
faid, that fome of its contents were irrelevant, and that he 
was forry they were fo, but how could he help the fadl’s be- 
ing fo ? Mr. Francis repeated his denial that Captain Mer- 
cer’s letter was written at his infligation. He faid, the Com- 
"^mittee had not been taken by furprize in refpefl to the 
letter; he had put the queftions relative to it fairly; and 
if gentlemen had thoughi it improper, it was their duty to 
have obje6led. 

Mr. Pelham corroborated what Mr. Francis had faid re- Mr.Pclhatn 
fpedling the fair and open manner in which Captain Mer- 
cer had been examined, and Hated the particulars. 

Mr. Sheridan recommended more temper as a neceflary Mr. Shcri- 
chara 61 :eriHic of every Hage of a criminal proceeding fo fe- ^ 
rious and folenin as that of an impeachment. Mr. Sheridan 
faid, it was evident the right honourable gentleman’s accu- 
fation of his honourable friend had been as unfounded lis his 
warmth had been unbecoming. His lionourable triend had 
not inHigated Captain Mercer to write ih«^ letter, but the 
fault had been in the right honourable gentleman and his 
friends not attending their duty, in which cafe they might 
have prevented any irnproper letter’s having been brought 
lap, read, and entered on the minutes. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt defended himfelf from the cliarge of Mr. Chan* 
improper warmth made againH him by the honourable gen 

3R2 tleinan, 
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tleman, contending that no degree of indignation could be 
too great or unbecoming on luch an occafipn, where the 
Houfe of Commons had been made iiiftruinental to an a6l 
of fuch palpable malice anc^ injuftice. He however took the 
honourable gentleman’s reproof in good part, and hoped they 
might each of them benefit by thofe mutual admonitions 
which they found it fo neceflary to bellow on each other. 
Major Scott Major Scott fiiid, that Mr. Francis had mifrep relented 
tlie fa6t relative to the opium fent to China : the fa( 5 l was 
not, that Mr. Hallings firfl: let Mr. Siilivan have all the 
opium contr.adl, and then fent the opium at the Company’s 
expence to China. The opium fent to China was the optum 
purchafed of Mr. Mackenzie, Mr. Francis’s friend, in whole 
contradl Mr. Tihglman, Mr. Francis’s relation, had an in- 
terell. 

fir tlbcrt Sir Gilbert Elliot rofe to inform tlie Houfe, that It would, 
Elliot. impoflible tor him to bring forward his promifed impeach- 

ment againft Sir Elijah Impey before the Ea Iter recefs ; and 
as the party to that profeQution had been in the execution 
of a great judicial office, and the ollences witli which he 
intendeef to charge him were in general of a judicial na- 
ture, of conrfe there would attend the proceeding a great 
deal of legal difeuflion. TVoni which confideratloii alone, 
if from no other, he fliould not vvidi to begin the bufinels 
at the prefent time, when the gentlemen of tlie Bar, who 
had feats in that Houfe, wx're in general ahfent on the cir- 
cuits. He alfo affu red the Houfe, tirat, although the fub- 
je£l of his intended impeachment might appear to he ditfu- 
five and extenfive, yet he hoped to be able to bring it within 
fuch a coiYipafs, as would enable the Houfe to get through 
it in the prefent feffion. ' ' 

Mr. Grcn- Ts/lr. Grenville at length moved the order of the day for the 
viilc. Houfe to refolve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, 
on the charges again'ft Warren Hallings, Efej. which having 
been read and agreed to, the Speaker put the quellion, that 
** he fliould then leave the chair,” which being carried, Mr. 
St. Andrew St. John took his feat at the table. 

Mr. Wind- Windham^ now opening the charge relative to the 

Earn. conduit 'of Mr. Hallings refpeiling Fyzoola Khan, obferi edj 
that as it confifled of a variety of parts, divided under difie> 
rent heads, aitd each feilion fubdivided into articles, with 
infinite exaitnefs, and had been long, before them, he fhouhl 
hold it unneceflary for him to go into any very great length 
of detail, in order fo imprefs on their minds the minute par- 
ticulars, but would content lumfelf with Hating and rea- 
foning upon the leading featureMif charge. Mr. Wind- 
, harii proceeded to ftate to the Gommittet^ that the Nabo!) 
Fyzoola Khan in 1774, on the mvafion ' of Rohilcund, by 
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the armies of the Vizier SujTah UI Dowlah and the Compa- 
ny, with fome of his people, was prefent at the decifive 
battle of St. George, and that he made good his retreat in- 
to a mountainous country with all his treafure : that he theie 
collected the fcattered reitiainsof his countrymen, and made 
early overtures of peace to Colonel Champion, at that time, 
Commander in Chief of the Company’s forces in Bengal. 
That he propofed in three letters, received on the 14th, the 
24th, and the 27th of May, to put himfelf either under 
the proteftion of the Company, or the Nabob Vizier, 
through the mediation and guarantee of the Company. That 
on the 27th of May he fent an AmbalTador to the Com- 
mander in Chief, authorifed to make a fpecific offer of three 
propolitions, by one of which an annual increafe of near 
400,0001. would have accrued to the revenues of the Vizier, 
and the immediate acquifition of above 300,000!. to the 
Company for their influence in effedling an accommoda- 
tion. "I'hat confident of the juft, humane, and liberal feel- 
ings of the Britilh, through ^h& hopes of our interpofition 
in his favour with the Vizier, he declined the invitation of 
the Mogul to join his arms and the Mahrattas, and fefufed to 
have any conne6lion with the Seiks, and negJedfed other ob- 
vious advantages. That Colonel Champion thought no- 
thing could be more honourable than our fupporting lb exalt- 
ed a charadler, elpecially whilft it could be done on terms 
lb advantageous. Mr. Windham read Colonel Champion’s 
letter at length, as the beft elucidation of this point, and 
then relbmed the thread of his argument to ftate and reafon 
upon the condu6f of Mr. Haftings, in confequence of fuch 
an application, the general tenor of which was to obftrubf, 
as far as he could, every advance towards an accommodation 
between Sujah Ul Dowlah and the. Nabob Fyzoola Khan. 
After touching upon the manner in which at different times 
Mr. Haftings purfued this line of condudl, Mr. Windham 
came at length to the ineafure of the treaty of peace, con- 
cluded at Lall Dang, between the Vizier and Fyzoola Khan, 
which was finally fjgned and fealed on the 7th of Oeftob^ 
1774, and attefted by Colonel Champion, for which Fy- 
zoola Khan paid the valuable confideration of 15O5OO0I. 
By the treaty Fyzoola Khan was eftablifhed in the quiet pof- 
feffion of Rjimpore, Shawabad, and other diftrifts depen- 
dent thereon, fubjedl to certain conditions, of which the 
moft important were. 

That Fyzoola Khan Ihould retain in his fervice 5000 
troops, and not a fingle man more.^’ 

‘‘ That with whomfoever the Vizier (hall make war, Fy- 
zoola Khan fhould fend two or three thoufand men, ac- 
cording to his ability, to join the forces of the Vizier ; 

* and 
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and that If the Vizier fliould march in perfon, Fyzoola 
Khan flioiild himfelf accompajiy him with his troops.” 
From thefe terms it was evident that Fyzoola Khan was 
not bound to furni/li more than 3000 men under any con- 
Jlru^lion, or rather that he was not bound to furnilh lb ma- 
ny as 3000, nor lefs than 2 COO, according to his ability, 
and that his perfonal fervice as valfa] of the \ izier, was li- 
mited to the Vizier’s marching in perfon. Tliat, from thci 
terms of tlie treaty, it did not appear of what tlie ftipulated 
aid Ihould confift, vvfietlier of horie or foot, 01 in what pro- 
portion ; but it was the recorded opinion of Mr. Haftings in 
Council, in January 1783, that even a fingle liorfeman 
included in the aid which Fyzoula Khan might furnilh, 
would prove a literal compliance with tlic iiipulation.” 
That, by the atteftation ot Colonel Champion to the trea- 
ty, the Government of Calcutta acquired the fame right to 
interpofe with a Yizl^v for the protection of h yzoola Khan, 
as the Government had liefoie claimed, from a fimilar at- 
teftation of Sir Robert Barker to affili: the Vi/ier in extir- 
pating th» wliole nation of Fyzoola Khan. "J'hat, after the 
death of Sujali 1.1 Doalah, Fyzoola Khan in 1777 being 
alarmed at the young Vizier’s reluming a number of jaghires, 
granted by his lather to didhrent perions, and having h*arn- 
ed that Colonel Champion formerly witneffed the treaty as a 
private perfon, Fyzoola Khan made frequent and urgt;nt lo- 
licitations tliroiigh Naihanitd Miildleton, rlien Refidcnt at 
Oude to Mr. ilahings lor a renovation of his treaty with 
the Vizier, and tiie guarantee of tire fepaiatc agreement for 
liis defence 

That, in March 1778, Vlr Haftings communicated a let- 
ter from Mr. Middleton, acquainting the hoard, tliat he 
(Middleton) taking occafion Irom a late application of Fy- 
zoola Khan, liad appointed Mr. iJaniel Octavius Barwell, 
affiftant Refidcnt at Uenares, to proceed wiih a fpecial com- 
miffion to Rampore, to inquire iiito the truth of certain re- 
ports, touching thf condvA^T- of I’ vzoola Khan. I'hat Mr. 
Haftmgs moved, ihaa Mr. fiarw! Uh d- pniaiion he approved, 
and that tlie Relident, Mr. Middleton, he aiithorifed to of- 
fer the Company’s guarantee for the oMervance of the trea- 
ty fubfifting between the Vizier and f yzoola Khan, pro- 
vided it meets with tlie Vizier’s concurrence. That the pro- 
portion WMS refolved in the affirmative, and that the ultimate 
confequence was, Mr. Middleton w^as aurhorifed to conclude 
the treaty, and that it was tranfmitted by him to Mr. Bar- 
well af Rampore, and by him prefented to the Nabob Fy-, 
7.oola Khan, who delivered a nuzzar, or prefent of elephants, 
horfes, &c. and added a lack of rm^ees for the uie of the 
Vizier, and another lack for the Company. Mr. Wind- 

hana 
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ham now pointed out wh’ere thefe circumftances indtcdted 
il] treatment and oppreffion on our part, and lubmillion and . 
obedience on the part of FyzooIaKhan, and came at length 
to ilate the demand for five thoufand horfe, in November 
1780, though Kyzoola Khan, according to treaty, was only 
obliged to fiinhih from two to three thoufand troops, ac- 
cording to his ability. He commented upon this demand as 
very injurious, by proving that it was exprefsly contrary to 
treaty, and that all the fubiequent fteps taken in confequence 
of it were in the higheft degree oppreffive and unjuft. At 
length Mr. Windham came to mention the treaty of Chu- 
nar, wliicli he ftated to contain an article amounting to a di- 
rect violation of our guarantee of that treaty of Lall Dang. 

He puil'uvd liis argument in tracing the confequences of that 
treaty to t!ie obtainment of a fubfidy, reading the moft ef- 
fential of the lettel ^ of Major Palmer and Mr. Ih iftovv, on 
the fubjefl of the negociation carrying on by Major Pal- 
mer, for the obtainment of the laid fubfidy, in beh df of tlie 
Vizier, but to be paid to the Cqmvany in li.|uid .tion of his 
debt to tliem. After deferibing the prominent features of 
the cliarge, Mr. Windliam moved, That the Committee, 
after Iiaving maturely confdered tlie faid charge, are of 
opinion, tliat it contains matter of charge of high crimes 
and mit'demeanors againft Warren Haftings, Efq.” 

Major Scott laid, that he had waited to fee if any'' other Major Scotij 
gentleman wiftied to offer himfelf to the Committee before ‘ 
he lofe to fubmit what he had to mention for their confide- 
ration. The lionou ruble gentleman who opened the cliarge 
had not introduced any new matter; and as the defence of 
Mr. Haffings Iiad fo very fully taken in every part of the 
charge, he ihoulu not fatigue the Committee by reading what 
had already, he ])reiumed. he‘en perufed by every geiulemari 
prefen t. Fyzoola Khan, lb far from having received any in- 
jury from Mr. Haffings, or the Kritilli government, had in 
ta(fi: derived fecuri tv, honour, aiul profperity, from his con- 
nedfion with us, and Mr. Haftings had at all times be^ pecu- 
liarly cautious to prevent any infringement of his rigfffs. It 
Avoiild be allowed, he wuas fure, that there never was a treaty 
more loofely worded tlian the treaty of Lall Dang, by which 
Fazoola Kahn was hound to furnifli two or three thoufand 
troops, d’his ftipulation he was freed from by the payment 
of one hundred and fifty thoufand pounds, w^hich w^as ap- ' 
propriated by the Nabob Vizier to the liquidation of the ^ 
Company’s debt. By that fettlement, every poffibility of 
future doubt or difficulty was removed, and during the thir- 
teen years that Fyzocrla Kahn was under our proteftion, he 
enjoyed uninterrupted peace and profperity. Where' then 
was the injury which Fyzoola K.ahn had fuftained; or the 
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high ctime and mifdemeanor which Mr. HaAings had com- 
mitted ? In arguing thefe charges, it had been invariably the 
cuAom to go into the general fubjedls, he Aiould therefore, he 
hoped, be excufed fcjr faying a few words relative to another 
charge connedled with this, in fome degree, as both origi- 
nated at the treaty of Chunar. Mr. HaAings had been cen- 
fured for withdrawing the BritiAi Refident from Farrucka- 
bad, though it w^as for the purpofe of leaving that Nabob the 
complete maAer of his country. Another Britifli Refident 
had fince been fent, and it aftually appeared, by letters re- 
ceived ten days ago from Bengal, that MiizuAur Jung had 
complained more loudly againA the KritiAi Refident than he 
had formerly againA the Nabob yizier Sezawanl. To tliis 
com|)laint, he, John Macpherfon, Efq. bad replied in Sep- 
tember laA, expreffing his belief that the complaint was 
groundlefs; and -he adds, My friend, I And that all the 
labours of my predecelfor, Mr. HaAings, and of my felt, 
‘‘ to fettle your affairs ippo;i a rtgnlar tooting, are ineffec- 
‘‘ tvial;” fo tliat the Committee would fee that it was ahfo- 
lately impoHible to relieve the diAreAes of that unfortunate 
man. But as to Fyzoola Kahn, he was one of the happieA 
and mo A independent native Princes in India, and had ne- 
ver received an injury of any kind. If Mr. HaAings was 
condemned, it muA be for acknowledging himfelf in the 
wrong, in inierting an article in a treaty, which he deter- 
mined, at the lame time, not to a£I upon, without full 
proofs of the guilt of Fyzoola Kahn. Here (the Major 
faid) he could not avoid noticing one very extraordinary 
circumftance. For whom were all thefe exertions made by 
Mr. HaAings? Was it to put money into his own pocket? 
Bring corruption liome to him, and it would he juA to con- 
demn him. W ho received the Begums’ tieafuresr the Com- 
pany. W^ho received one hundred and Afty tlioufand pounds 
from Fyzoola Kahn ? the Company; and at a time when re- 
fourcefr were required for the exiAence of our empire. Had 
the complained, had Fyzoola Khan complained, or 

Muzunef Jung? or was there a Angle complaint from India 
againA Mr. HaAings, though he had been now above two 
years from Bengal, and a fliip had arrived in Calcutta, with 
the cliarges of the right honourable gentleman, above ten 
weeks before the Ranger failed? So far from it, temples 1. ad 
been erected to the honour of Mr. HaAings at Benares. 
The Major faid, he had received many letters from Bengal, 
and had feen many more; yet he had not heard of a Angle 
complaint againA Mr. FlaAings fince he quitted his govern- 
ment. Another point to confider was, when thefe tranfac- 
tions happened. It was in 1782 when Great Britain was 
Ankifig in every quarter; but he would not truA to his own 

language 
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language to ftate wTiat was the fituation of the Britifli em- 
pire in 1782, lie would quote fome beautiful lines, written 
by a ridit honourable gentleman, who generally fat oppo- 
fite tohitn, for a bi?!! of Lord Chatham, with only one ap- 
preJienfion, that the poetry would fuffer frpm want of grac« 
in his mode of uttering it. ' ■ 

Her trophies faded, and reve’‘s’d her fpear. 

Sec England’s genius bend o'c. Chatham’s bier; 

Ivio more his fails, thro* ev’ry clime unfurl’d, 

Shall fpread her cli£Varcs o’er th admiring world; 

No- more fliall accents, nervous, bold, and llrong, 

Flow in full pciiods from his matchlcfs tongue; 

Yet lhall thy name, great flrade, from age to age 
Bright in poetic and hiftoric page, 

Thine and thy Cf)unrry’s fare congenial tell. 

By thee Hie tiiumph’d, and \'ith thcc llie fell. 

That the prediction in the lail line was not perfectly true, 
was owing to Mr. Haftings; for had we been as unfortunate 
in India as In Europe, America,, ahd the Weft Indies, we 
had fallen to rile no more; but now many well-informed 
men (and the Minifter tlie firft of them) looked to India, 
as to the relources from whence (ireat Britain was to rcim- 
burl'e herlcdf for her misfortunes and lofles every wliereelfe, 
and we were now about to impeach Mr. Haftings for thofe 
very a6ls which prelerved fo important a ftake for the em- ' 
pirc, as he would undertake to prove, from authentic papers 
now before the Houfe, and records that could not be dif- 
puted. 

Mr. Dufidas fignificd his earneft wifhes to have it under- Mr.Dundai 
itood, that he did not agree to the motion as agreeing to that 
principle which he took to be the main drift or inference, not 
only of the charge, but of the fpeech of the right honoura- 
ble gentleman who had opened it to the Committee. I'hough 
he differed in that particular, he certainly did not entertain 
fentiments hoftile to the motion in general, or adverfe to the 
future conlequences, to which it would lead. He explained 
his meaning l>y ftating, that he conceived the general Infe- 
rence of the charge, and of the right honourable gentleman's 
fpeech upon it, to be, that Mr. Haftings liad all along pro- 
ceeded upon ah intention to feize upon the Jaghire of Fy- 
zoola Khan. To that inference he could not fiibfcribe, be- 
caufe he in his confcience did not believe that Mr. Haft- 
ings ever entertained fuch an intention; he did not on that 
account thipk his conduit in refpe6l to Fyzoola Khan the 
lefs criminal, or that he ought not for that conduit to be im- 
peached. Mr. Dundas defired to know if the honourable 
gentleman oppofite to him did not think Mr. Haftings' ad- 
vifing a demand of 5000 horfe from Fyzoola Khan in 178^, 

Vai,. XXI. 3 S aroft 
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arofe frem a mere mifapprehenfion or accidental lapfc of me- 
mory as to the number of troops which that Nabob had fti- 
pulated to furnifh the Vizier in time of war ? 

Mr.Frands. Mr. FrancU faid, he believed it did. Mr. Haftings had 
' ftated to the C#.incil, that 5000 horfe was the flipulated 
number; and as he had authorized the treaty in I774» 
.Council gave him credit for the corredbiefs of his informa- 
tion. But though Mr. Haftings had, he believed, in 1780, 
accidentally erred through mifconception, he had afterwards 
wilfully perfifted in the error, as the Committee would find by 
referring to his condufl refpefting Fyzooia Khan in 1781. 

^Ir.Dundas Mr. Dundas declared, that he had always imagined it was 
an accidental and not a wilful conception of the real condi- 
tions of the treaty, Mihich had been the caufe of Mr. Haft- 
ings’ advifing to .call upon Fyzooia IChan for 50Q>cavalry 
in 1780. In that cafe, ceitainly, he for one, ftiouid not at- 
tach much criminality to Mr. Haftings for what he did un;iv;r 
fuch an error, though it certainly expofed him to feme blame 
on the fcore of neglig^hce or inattention. The charge was, 
he conceived, fo well onderftood by the gentlemen to whom 
he was addreffing himfelf, that it would be unneceflary for him 
to take up the time of the Committee, by going into a mi- 
nute detail of all the feparate fails and circumftances to 
which it adverted. He would, therefore, content hin^felf 
with briefly ftating the leading particulars in which he 
thought the cojndu <5 of Mr. Haftings criminal; and firft he 
would tnention the violation of the guarantee of the Compa- 
ny to the treaty of 1774. To that treaty he conceived that 
FywoJa Khan had every right to confider the .Company as 
guarantee, in confequence of Colonel Charnpion’s figning hi$ 
name as an atteftation of it, and of the fubfeauent public 
authorifed atteftation of it at Rampore. JJy tnp tjreaty of 
Chunar, in 1781, that guarantee was violated^ and the 
Britifh name brought into dirgrac,e; as by an article of that 
treaty, FyzooJa Khan was declared tp have forfeited the pro- 
teftiop of the Britifli goyernrnent, and petTniflion was granted 
to*the Nabob Vizier to refume his lands. That this permifr 
^po was never intended tp be fuftered by Mr. Haftings to 
carried j;np exertition, Mr. PAindas decided, h/e verilv be- 
lieved ; and in that^ in his mind, cpnfifted a great part of Mr. 
H«ifijngs’ criminality, as he thereby made ufe of ttie credit 
.of the Brit//h name to delude the Nabob Vizier, ^nd at the 
&me time to hpld ont to jFyzoolz Khan, an idea, that the 
Britiih govejrnment, which wat tHc amantee tp him, for the 
^quiet of KaiDpore, and feme other dif- 

triSs, had Aipulated by ty^aty tp a^ft the Nabob Viziei in 
,^fpoiIefling him of tltofe territories. He commented on the 
jjjtren^c ctin^hjality pf th^s CQndu^ ; but as certainly dif- 
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fered materially from the con{lrii<Stion which might be put oS 
the charge before alluded to by him, viz. that it bad been th» 
inteation of Mr. Haftings really to affift in difpolieffing Fy- 
zoola Khan of his territories, he could hot agree to the mo- 
tion, unlefs it was modified and tempered fo, as to reftrifl: it 
to the points in which the matter of impeachment really con- 
fifled. The better to convey his meaning to the Committee^ 
Mr. Dundas faid, he would produce the anicndmerit which 
he had defigned to offer to the motion. It was, in fuhfiance 
to ftate, that in the charge there was matter of impeachment, 
as far as was conneSed with that part of the treaty of Chu- 
nar that went to the breach of the guarantee of the treaty of 
Rampore. Mr. Dundas faid that he did not mean to prefs his 
amendment, if it fliould appear to be difaigteeable to gentle- 
men on the other fide. ^ 

Mr. Burke remarked, that he could nOt withhold his en- Mr 
comiums from the right honourable and learned gentlemail 
who had with fuch extreme candor and fairnefs Hated the na- 
ture of his ohjedlion, as well as his conduft in declaring that 
he would not prefs it then, if not fpuftd generally acceptable^ 
With regard to its having been no real intention of Mr. Haft- 
ings to (Tifpoffefs Fyzoola Khan of his Jaghire, Mr. jBurke 
faid, the right honourable and learned gentleman might reft 
affured he never would make that a charge, or a part of a 
charge againft Mr. Haftings, which he could not fupport either 
by direft legal evidence, or prefumption fo ftrong, as to he 
nearly equal to direft, legal evidence. If the right honourably 
and learned gentleman would have the goodnefs to recolledl, hy 
would undoubtedly have candour to acknowledge, that irl 
the charge performed by him, and in the argument of his 
r^ht honourable friend, there had not been one fy liable 
amounting to an infinuation, much lefs a charge, that it had 
been Mf. Haftings’ real intention to affift in difpoflefllng 
Fyzoola Khan of his Jaghire; and the reafon why there had 
not, was, becaufe he had neither dire£l legal evidence, nor 
ftrong prefumpiive evidence to fupport fuch art infinuation* 
The great charge againft Mr. Haftings in this cafe, was, that 
he bad kept Fyzoola Khan in a fevet for ten years together^ 
in which that father of agriculture (for fo Mr. Haftings had 
defcribed him to be) was put into a perpetual feries of hot 
and cold fits, not knowing whether he was to look up to the 
Britifh government in India as his protedorsor his rtpprefforSi 
Mr* Burke faid, he had that day to congratulate the Com- 
mittee on the fingular circumftance of that honourable gen- 
tleman, who had fo much* to his own credit, and with a de-^ 
grce of zeal highly meritorious, on all occafions ftortd Up thy 
defender of Mr. Haftings, having declared that he had no de- 
fence to make againft the prefent charge, and therefore had 
gone back to the charge concerning the affairs of FatrUcka- 
3 S ai .badt 
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bad, and treated the Committed with fome vcrfes infcribed on 
the buft of ttre late Earl Chatham, Thofe lines he had never 
before heard, but they were certainly beailtiful, and he would 
do t!ie honourable gentleman the juft ice to fay, they had fuf- 
fered nothing in his hands, for the delivery had been as fine as 
the poetry. The purport of them was to declare that the 
greatnefs of the country had rifen by the councils of the late 
Earl of Chatham, and that after his death it had fallen. 1 liis 
poetry had been introduced by the honourable gentleman in 
order to fliew that India had in like manner rifen by the go- 
vernment of Mr. Haftings, but that it was'not likely to fall, 
notwithftanding that he had quitted his power. Tl’he fimilarity 
therefore had failed. If that were true, all that he could fay 
was, that he wlflied Mr. HaAings to have as much juftice 
done him as the late Harl of Chatham had in tlie inftance in 
queftion, viz. to have an epitaph after he had his deferts. He 
wiflied the refolutions of that Committee might not be the 
epitaph. The honourable gem lemau had helldes talked of 
Temples having been erected in India to Mr. Hallings. He 
knew not to the contrary^ Mr. Burke faid ; but he well knew 
that there were Temples dedicated in India to two very dif- 
ferent forts of divinities, to Brama and IVifmWy the good 
and guardian deities, to whom the natives returned thanks for 
the benefits they received, and to Rudor the evil fpirit, whofe 
unwearied enmity and malign influence they earncAly depre- 
cated. Whether Mr. Hallings was moll: likely to have been 
wor/hiped in the latter or in the former charadter that Com- 
mittee might be at no great lofs to guefs; or pe rhaps the tem- 
ple in queilion might oe a temple of gratitude, in which the 
Indians offered up their liearty thanks to their guardian dei- 
ties, for having delivered them from a monller, under whole 
perfecuting fpirit they had fuffered fo much. Templa qumn 
dlletla! After pufhing his ridicule to fome length, he revested 
to the charge and to Mr. HaAings’ defence, in which that 
gentleman had himfelf admitted the truth of the charge, by 
ufing thefe words : I am not afliaiUed to acknowledge, that 
‘‘ the adf itfelf was formally wrong, and yet more than for- 
mally, as it might become a precedent for worfe purpofes.’^ 
Mr. Burke reafoned upon this admiAion, as comprehending 
the whole crinpnality imputed to Mr. HaAings in the charge, 
and in order to prove that the degree of criminality to iiuput- 
ed was enormous, he went over the principal fails, and argu- 
ed upon them feverally, as he proceeded. In the courfe of 
what he faid, he paid Mr, Windham fome compliments on 
the clear, logical, and pointed manner, iiv which he had open- 
ed the charge, and obferved, that Mr, HaAmgs was extremely 
fond of proving th;it other perfon.s had fhared with him in 
tfae guilt of certain parts of his conduit, and wherever he 
I thought 
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thought he could prove that he had a6led with an ,acco p!ic# 
he always feemed to think himfelf immediately exonerked 
from criminality. On the prefent occafion, he had endea- ^ 
voured to ftate that an honourable member (Mr. Francis) 
was his accomplice^ a point on which that Committee were 
on that night to decide. Mr. Burke Bated what Mr. 
Francis’ conduft had been, when he attended the Council in 
Calcutta, w’ounded as he was, and fliewed that Mr. Haftings 
W'as the man who mifled the Council, by declaring that 5000 
cavalry was the exa6l’ number which, by the treaty of Ram- 
pore, the Nabob Fyzoola Khan w\as to furnifti the Vizier 
with, when called upon. That circumftance alone, he faid, 
fo ftrongly marked the fcandalous negligence with which the 
government of Mr. HaBings hacl been condu 61 ed, that it 
was a fufficient ground of impeachment. He obferved alfo 
how Blameful it was that Mr. Briftow, at the diftance of 
900 miles from Calcutta, where the records of all treaties 
were kept, fliould be the perfon to fend Mr. Haftings infor- 
mation what was the real purport of the treaty, upon a grofs 
mifconccption of which he had *a£led, and that in a manner 
tending to difgrace the Briti/h Government. Aftijr a variety 
of remarks and reafonings, all pointing to eftablilh the ex- 
treme readinefs which Fyzoola Khan had fhewn to. comply 
with the requifitions made upon him for cavalry, that a great 
part of his troops had been employed in the defence of the 
province of Oude, and the territories of the Nabob Vizier, 
that Fyzoola Khan’s charafler was revered by all the neigh- 
bouring princes, that no internal rebellion, or external attack 
had dilturbed liis pofleffions, and that he had been mofl un- 
warrantably treated by the Britifh Government under Mr. 
HaBings, Mr. Burke concluded, with declaring, that he had 
not a doubt of proving any part of the charge to the removal 
of the fcruples of the right honourable and learned gentle- 
man oppofite to him, and to the convi6tion of every man 
who was not predetermined not to be convinced. 

Major Scott declared, that fo far from having made no de- 
fence, he had faid that HaBings’ defence was fo full 
and fo complete an anfwer to the charge, that it was unne- 
celTary for him to add any thing to it. With regard to IBs 
going back to the Farruckabad charge, it had been cuftomary 
in every one of the debates on the charges, for gentlemen to 
refer to the preceding charges, where the argument was at all 
referable. He had not gone into the charge of the contradts 
or any other, but the faft was, that the chame about Fyzoola 
Khan, that about tlie Begums, that of Farruckabad, and 
another, bore peculiarly on each other, and it was almoft im- 
poflible to mention any one of them, without a reference ^to 
the others. 

Mr. 
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IlnMartm* Mr. Martin faid, that he did not icife to enter Into the mat- 
ter of the charge; but only to combat an inference which 
feemed to fall, from the honourable gentiem^n, that the dif- 
trelles of this country were to excufe fuch a6ls of violence 
and injuAice as tended to relieve their diAreiles — this was 
a principle to which he fhould never fubfcribe; for if> in- 
flead of the prefen t diftrefled fituation of this country, we 
were in an aftual ftateof bankruptcy, and all the treafures of 
Hindoilan could be transferred to the Exchequer of Great 
JBritain, fo it were to be done by injufticeand oppreflion — he 
fhould think it a crime highly deferving the puiiifluiient of 
the law. 

The Committee divided. 

Ayes 96, — Noes 37* 

The Chairman was then moved to report to the Houfe, 
the various refolutions to which the Committee had come, on 
each of the different charges, which had been conlidered and 
difeuffed. 

The motion, after a fliort converfation on the propriety of 
it, was agreed to. 

The Houfe being refumed, 

Mr. Chan* Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that he fhould certainly 
mHatJiitt, give fuch a vote on the general queftion of the impeachment 
as would correfpond with the part which he had already 
taken ; but he inuft at the fame time obferve, that having 
only partially acquiefeed in tlie propriety of feveral of the 
charges, particularly in thofe concerning the affair of Be- 
nares, and the contra£ts — he fhould endeavour to bring the 
matter before the Houfe in fuch a way, as wo^ld, if lie 
fhould meet the general opinion, relieve him from the un- 
pleafant predicament of being obliged either to aflent in toto 
from a propolition, to feveral parts of which he wdfhed to 
give his concurrence, or to vote for one which contained 
feme circumftanccs to which he was adverfe. But whether 
he fhould for this purpofe make a feparate motion, or only 
move an amendment when the bufinefs was brought before 
the Houfe by thofe who condudled the profecution, he was 
not as yet prepared to determine. 

Mr. Botke. Mr# Burke declared, that he approved of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman’s propofition, and with regard to what 
he had faid to the difference of opinion, which he entertain- 
ed refpeiling certain parts of the charge relative to Benares, 
and that relative to the contrafts, he trufted he would have 
the candour to keep his mind open upon .thofe points, as he 
had no manner of doubt but that he fhould be able, at a fit 
opportunity, to convince him, that there was not any real 
grxiund for his entertaining the difference of opinion which 
he profefi^d. 


The 
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The enfuing Monday fe’nhight having been fixed upon for 
bringing up the Report, * 

Mr. Burgefs obferved, that Monday fe’nnight was a day Mr.Bargill 
which would be extremely inconvenient to a defcription of 
gentlemen in that Houfe, who could not on that day attend, 
and the gentlemen of the law. One of that defcription, 
high in His Majefty’s fervice, Hood pledged to deliver his 
opinion on the queftion of impeachment (the Solicitor Ge- 
neral), and furely the Houfe would not wilh to be deprived 
of tliat honourable and learned gentleman’s affiftance. Ho 
in like manner Ihould be upon the circuit, and others of the 
profeflion, who alfo were extremely defirous of being pre- 
fen t ; he hoped therefore that the day would be changed. 

Sir Jamf!s Johnjlone laid, that he underftood that the ho- J- Jolui" 
^lonrahle gentleman wiflied to poHpone the proceedings until 
tliey ilioiild liave all the lawyers among them; but he did not 
fuppofe tlvit even when they returned to town for the term, 
they Ihould have the attendance of them all — for thofe who 
had any hiifmcfs would do tfielr bufinefs, and none would 
come tlierc except fuch as had no bufinefs. 

Mr. Dio.'das remarked, that on a motion to difeharge tli£ Mr. Dundat 
order, the day might be altered at anytime; but, from what 
the honourable ar.d learned gentleman had faid, he prefumed 
that his idea went to Ibme day after the Eafter recefs. 

Mr. Burgefs anfvvered in the affirmative. 

Mr. Dunda^ now remarked, that the great aim and objeft of Mr.Dundis 
the majority of the Ho«fe, was to get the bufinefs forwarded 
fo far as to have it carried up to the Houfe of Lords before 
the Eafter recefs, for this elTeiUial reafon, that a large num- 
ber of gentlemen, members of that Houfe, whofe family ar- 
rangement {?, private affairs, and a variety of other reafons, 
called upon them to quit town, would continue in the coun- 
try after the recefs, and not return any more during the 
courfe of the prefent feffion. As therefore it muft be agreed 
on all hands, that it was extremely to be defined, that fo im- 
portant a queftion fliould be difeufled in as full a Houfe as 
poffible, the only way to enfure a proper attendance would 
be to bring it on before Eafter, and therefore, though it 
might be inconvenient for the right honourable and learned 
gentleman, and other gentlemen of the fame profeffion to be 
prefent, yet it was better for them to fubmit to the inconve- 
nience of being obliged to attend their duty in that Houfe 
for one day, than for the Houfe to rilk bringing fo impor- 
tant a queftion under difeuffion, when deprived of the pre- 
fence of fo many gentlemen. 

Mr. Burgefs faid, that the commercial treaty was a bufi- Mr. Borgcfs 
liefs pf atleaft equal importance with the prefent bufijaefs, 

and 
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and this he prefumed could not be concluded in that Houfe - 
before Eafter. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt aflured the honourable and learned 
^ gentleman, that he lliould himfelf be very much deceived, if 
the whole of the bufinefs of the commercial treaty were not 
concluded, as far as regarded that Houfe, at the leaft, before 
the recefs. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer at length forbore to ob- 
je<lft to the motion ; it was therefore put and agreed to, and 
then an order was made for four witnefles to attend. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday^ March* 

No material fubjedl of debate arofe. 

Afondayy Cttth March* 

The order of the day for the third reading of the bill to 
continue the laws now in force, for regulating the trade be- 
tween th»fubje£ls of His Majefty’s dominions and the inha- 
bitants of the territories belonging to the United States of 
America, and to render the provifions thereof more elFedlual, 
having been read, 

LorA^Pen- Lord Penrhyn obferved, that Canada, inftead of turning out, 
thyn. 2s had been predidled, a great mart for Wefl-India produce, 
was in faiS likely to become a very dangerous cuftomer to 
thofe illands ; for the Canadians, who carried their lumber 
to our illands, took the value in money, and went from 
thence to the French iflands where they purchafed molafles, 
which they carried home to be diftilled into a fort of rum, of 
whicli a manufadlure had been eftahliified in Canada, He 
thought it an objedt highly deferving the moll ferious atten- 
tion of Government, and he hoped that the right honour- 
able gentleman would, as a member of the new Board of 
Trade, think of applying fome check and remedy to fo 
growing an evil. 

Mr. w. Mr. W* Grenville anfwered, that he coincided with the 
Crciwillc. Lord in the- opinion that the importation of our Weft- 

Indian produce into Canada ought to be encouraged as ;uuch 
as. pollible; but he did not think it by any means certain 
that our rum would fuit the whole of the Canadian market ; 
and he believed that the noble Lord would himfelf admit con- 
cerning this particular point, many doubts were entertained. 

It was alfo to be apprehended, that the export trade of 
Canada might;, in a general degree, be injured by reftri£ling 
their importation from the colonies of other nations. 

The order of the day haviM been moved and read for the 
Houfe to refolve itfelf into a. Committee of the whole Houfe 

to 
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to take Into farther confiderition fo much of His Majefty’s 
moll gracious fpeech to both Houfes of Parliament, upon 
the 23d day of January laft, as relates to fimplifying the 
public accounts in the various branches of the revenue. 

Sir Grey Cooper defired permilTion, before the Houle went sir Orry 
into the Committee, to foggell a doubt vvliicli he entertained 
as to the regularity of their proceedings. His doubt was, 
wliether, according to the forms of Parliament, the Com- 
mittee could enter into any refolutions for diminilhing du- 
ties witl^out an exprefs inllru 61 :ion foi that purpol'e, as they 
were only appointed by the Hotife to confidcr of the means 
of confolidating the culloms, and liad no authority given 
tliem forahcritig the cuhoms. 

The anfvvered, that the Committee were, as he The Sp«tk« 

apprehended, competent to come to any refolutions they ‘a. 
tliought proper ; but, at the bringing up of the Report, any 
objection to the regularity of their proceedings would then 
be an unexceptionable ground of argument againll re- 
ceiving it. • • 

Sir Grey Cooper replied, that as lie did not wifii to impede SirCrcy 
the inogrefs of the confolidation of the ciiftoms, Tie Ihould 
ratlier have any irregularity avoided in the courfc of the 
proceeding, tlian remedied hy overthrowing whatfoevermiglK 
become adjullcd by negativing the report. 

Mr. Ciiancellor Pitt contended, that the adojited mode of Mr. cir'in- 
proceeding was ilriv?cly proper; that fufficient authority was ^'sllorpitt. 
veiled in the Committee, hy the infi;ru6lions already given 
them, for every neceilary Ilep towards accomplilhing the 
hufinefs. Tlic Report of the Commilhoners of accounts, 
wliich had boon referred to them, fuggeiled the raifing of ths 
duties in every inllance where there was to he found a frac- 
tional number, and Committee were warrantt.d to pro- 
ceed upon that Report ; and certainly if the Committee were 
at libcily to advance tlic rate of duties, it would be ab- 
furd to iu]^])ore they had not a right alio to lower them. 

Sir Gtcy Cooper aiifwercd, that the Report from this Com- sir Grev 
mittee of accounts did not extend to any alteration of duties, Cooper, 
except in cafes where there were fiacSlional numbers, and 
even in thole thev only propofed to add the fraclioii io as ro 
make tlie number integral. 

Mr. Chancellor P/tt obferved, tl»at the objeftion ilated by Mr. c>ian- 
the honourable Raronet llemed, from wlint had fallen from cellor Pitt, 
him, to be of a very, ferious nature indeed, and wouUl, if 
well founded, entirely overturn ; all which was accom- 
pliflied hy the Committee. The honourable Baronet had 
clefcribcd that part of the Report of the Committee of ac- 
counts, which had been referred as a direilion to the Com- 
ini ttec of the Houfe, to be noticing more than a fimplifica- 
Yol, XXL 3 T * tioD 
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tion of. the cuftoms, or the advailcing the amount of the fe- 
vcral duties, in which there occurred fraflional numbers, by 
adding to them iuch fradlions as might bring them to inte- 
grals. This could by no means be tlie rule which the Com- 
mittee were to follow ; tor, inltead of fimpllfying, it would 
prove tliC means of confounding the accounts of the Cullom 
Houfe ftill more and more; it would be adding to a fyllem 
already confufed, and rendered difficult by the multitude of 
tradtions, a poflfcrint confjiling of nothing elfe but frac- 
tions. 

I'hc Houfe having refoivcd itfclf into a Committee of the 
wltole Houfe, Mr. Steel in the diair, 

Mr. cTi;n.- Mr. Chancellor Put role and obferved, that it was then 
ai.oi Piu. intention, agreeably to tlie notice he had given, to pro- 
pole Inch a reduction in the duties on the wines of Portugal 
as fliould bring tliem within the fpirit of the Methuen trea- 
ty, and he alio deligned to extend tlie fame redudlioii to the 
wines of S])ain. The treaty of Portugal, not being yet 
brouglu to any conc!iif:v:)n, did not .allow him to Hate to the 
Houfe the progrefs which had been made iu it, but he hoped 
it w'ould in a Ihort time he perfeilod to the fatisfadlion of th« 
country. As to the various caufes of complaint between 
<nir Court raid the Court of Lithon, he iliould beg leave to 
obferve, that among rlie moll material of them was to be 
confidercd the diiiindion fet up by the Court of Lifbon be- 
tween Great .Britain and Ireland, under whicli tliey had julU- 
fied tlieir excluhun of tin; lall-meniioued kingdom, from the 
advantages ftipulated for by the Methuen treaty ; a thing di- 
rectly contrary to the true conlli udliori and intent of that 
treaty, and highly injurious to the juil rights of tlie Britifli 
cmpiie, as provided tor by the treaty. I his was, Iiowever, 
a difficulty which he believed would not be found to fland 
in the way of the wifhed-for adjullmtMit. Anotlier very im- 
portant and well-founded canfe of coniplaint was the advance 
of tlte duties on the feveral articles of IJritilli import in the 
new book of rates ia 1782; this alfo he expeded would be 
readily furmountod. "I hen? were, however, many other 
matters in difpute neceffiiry to be arranged, which were not 
yet fettled, as the privileges of Confuls and Refidents, and 
the right of the Britiili fa6lory to a fhare of the export 
trade of Portugal. Although the prefent red u 61 ion was on- 
ly intended to be made with a view to the fatisfa6l:ory coi>cli>- 
fion of all matters in difpute between the two Courts, and 
although fuch redu6lion was by no' means to continue, if 
full fatisfa6tion were not given by Portugal ; yet lie thought, 
as it was uncertain how Jong the negociation might remaiii 
imlinifli^d, that it would be beft not to fix any precife time 
for the continuance of the new duty ; becaufe it would be 
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Iiis power, either in tlie next feflion, or at any other pe- 
riod, if there fiiould nrife no profpecS: of an amicable and 
fair rerthnnent vvith Portugal, to rellore the prefent duty, or 
lay on any other wliicli miglit be thought adviftble. \Vith 
refpedl to the article of drugs, which were at prefent under 
fo liigb a duty ns to throw them almofl: excliihvely into the 
'hands of the fmuggler, tliero was feme fart];er inforinaf ion 
iK^ccifnry to be oluaiPicd betore any thing could l)c detrr- 
mined upon concerning them. And he aiio iound it need- 
fary to ])oflp:>ne for a time the conluleration cf tlie manu- 
fadture of glafs, as tliere were Tome arrangements then under > 

difeu/hon, and not yet concluded ii})on, which woidd, he 
hoped, be found to relieve, in a great degree, tlie inconve- 
nicncics of which, under the prelcnt duty, liie manufac- 
turers complained. Thofc articles he fhould therefore 
for the prefent pafs over, in order tliat they miglit not he a 
means of impeding tlie progrel's oi the confolidation, but he 
would as early as jioiTiblc, if tlie confolidation fliould take 
place, hriiig in a Icjiai ate hill •for each. He concluded by 
moving one of fcveral rvdfolutious refpedding the dluties oil 
'Cjerman, Spanilh, and Portugal wines. 

Mr. Ab.v having obiaved tliat he did not Tii’e with any Mr. Fog. 
'view to oppofe either tlie refolutioii whicli had been jull 
read, or the other refolutions the right lionourable gen- 
tleman had fignified his intention of moving-, declared his 
approbation of the very proper footing upon wliich tlie 
right honourable gentleman had now refted the bufinefs, 
and which was exadily the footing that he had all along con- 
tended the hufinefs ouglit to he upon. I'he right honourable 
gentleman liad firlt fiid, that if Portugal did not give ns fa- 
tisfaftion on the fuhjedt of the exifting grievances, he fJiouId 
hold him felf juHified in coming, and, indeed, ieel it to he his 
hulifj>enfal)Ie duty to come, next Se/Tion to Iknliament, anti 
move a rejical of the aft for the carrying thofe refolutions, 
now about to be pafled, intoefiedi. He had, afterwards fand 
very properly) corrcdled his exprelhon, and iiiftcad of con- 
fining it to the next fellion, had laid that if at any future pe- 
riod it might he thouglit proper to take notice, tbat Portugal 
had not afforded (what this country had an undoubted riglit 
to expedt} fiich fntisfadlion as ought in reafon to he thought 
fufficient, he Hiould lioid it Ids duty to .apply to Parliament 
to altar the xliftindVion of lower dutiei; in favour of Portugal 
wines, and put them upon another footing. By the very ju^ 
dicious maimer in which the right honourable gentleman had 
at laft, made up his mind to the matter and qualified his re- 
folution refpediing the reduftion of the duty on Portugal 
wines, this country would he faved from the difficulty and 
icmbarraffing confec^uences of either declaring l,bat Portugaji 
ha ■ agreed to remedy enough of the grievances complained of 

3 T a by 
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hy Oreat Britain, to juftify a declaration on our part, that 
Portugal had fully complied with the Methuen treaty, and 
/hut the door of future negocialion, at is were, with a view 
to obtain a redrefs of the remainder of the exilling grie- 
vances; or, from our being obliged, on the other hand, to de- 
clare rhnt the Methuen treaty was violated, if they thought 
Porrugal had not confentcd to redrefs enough of the grie- 
vances to juftify fuch a declaration as he had before men- 
tioned. Approving fo highly as lie did of this, Mr. Fox 
declared, that in cafe Portugal unfortunatelv /liould a6t fo ill- 
ad vii'edly, or rather fo treacheroufty, as ultimately to refufe 
gf anting tliat rcdrels and tliat fatisfadVion which this country 
Jud n right to demand, he, for one. would hold it his duty 
to fecend tlie right honourable g;entleman and to fupport him 
in the repeal of the lower duties. Ari additional realon, why 
it was wife not particularly to limit the period of the duration 
of the low (iiuies in favour ot IVutugal wines, was, on ac- 
count of tlie very diftorent nature of the grievances com})lain- 
ed of 1)V the merchants fading to and from tliat kingdom. 
Someof tliein refpetSting thetarilF of 1 7G2 were, undoubtedly, of 
ferious magnitude and importance, arul fiicli ns, prima facic\ 
pointed out the neceftity or inftfting upon ))o{uive and unquali- 
fied redrefs. Otliers again, required a good deal ofminure in- 
cjiiiry and difcuftion, in order to afeertnin correc?Jy the de- 
gree and extent of the complaints. One very important mat- 
ter had fallen from the right honourable gentleman in his 
declaration, that there was no longer any dillin6tion likely to 
be infifled on by the Court of Portugal with refpeft to the 
imports of Great Britain and the imports of Ireland. That 
he was extremely glad to hear, and lie was likewife glad to 
hear, that the article of the treaty of commerce with France 
refpedling Spanifti wines, was underftood as the right honour- 
able gentleman had on a former occafton explained it to tlie 
Houfe. He prefumed that what tlie right lionourabie gentle- 
man bad faid on that fubjecH:, was in confequence of the re- 
cent inveftigation and correfpondence with the minifters of 
France, and that the fucceflbrs of Monfteur de Vergennes 
had declared, that they underftood the treaty in the manner 
explained to the Houfe by the right honourable gentleman, 
and which the right honourable gentleman would doublefs 
have the candour to admit, did not exadlly agree with the ob- 
vious conftru( 51 ion of the wording of the article of the treaty, 
containing the ftipulation in queftion. Mr. fox faid, that he 
had thought it neceffary to make thefe few ohfervations, hut 
that there could not poffibly be any difference of opinion, as 
there was no difference in die ground of argument on which 
the propofel refolutions Were to be juftified, and in the 
ground of argument on which the motion re fted ; which hq 
had moved and the Houfe rejected on a former occafion. 
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Mr. Chancellor Pht aclmftted, that he certainly fpoke in Mr. Chan* 
confequence of negociations and explanations which had re- Pitt, 
cently taken place with the minifiers of France. As there 
was not likely to he any oppofition or obje6lion to the lefo- 
Iblutions, he did not wiih to provoke one by any oppofition 
to the arguments or rather iheohfervations of tlieriglit honour- 
able gentleman, hut it was nec^sffary, for his own juftiiication, 
that he fhould declare that the reafons which made him feel 
it to be his duty to move the refolutions then before the Com- 
mittee, were extremely different from the reafons whicli in- 
duced him to oppol'e the motion of the right honourable gen- 
tleiiian on a former occafion. The nenociation was not then 
exadhly under the fame circumitances as at prelent. With 
regard to liis having correclefl h;s expreffion (as the right 
liofiourahle gentleman had obferved) and not confined himlelf 
to the next lefiion, with refpeft to his declaration that he 
ihould feel it incumbent on him to come to Parliament, and 
propofe a repeal of the a6l impofing lower duties on Portugal, 
wines imported, than were payable on the importation of 
ether wines, he certainly did not mean (as the riglit honour- 
able gentleman had underftood him) to wait longer riKin the 
next fefllon, but, on the contrary, to intimate, that if Portugal 
refufc'd us that juft and reafonahle fatisfaClion, wliich v/e had 
nn undoubted right to expect, and wdiich he hoped and be- 
lieved Portugal would not refufe us, he fhould come to Par- 
liament, if poflible. even at an earlier period than the next 
fcfiion, and propofe to declare the Methuen treaty at an end, 
and that Portugal was no longer entitled to the benefits fhe 
had hitherto derived from it. 

Mr, Rollc complimenting tlie Chancellor of the Exchequer Rollc, 
on tlie terms on which he had put the trade with Portugal, 
adder! tliat he was perfuaded, it would be a matter highly fa- 
tisfaflory to every perfon concerned in it. He hoped that the 
right honourable gentleman would extend his care to the pro- 
tection of the wdiole of the trade with Portugal, and continue 
his application foraredrefs of the grievances ot which the 
parties interefted in that trade had fuch well-grounded rea* 
fons for urging the complaint. 

"i'he relolutions were feverally read, and the queftion hav- 
ing been put upon each by the Chairman, was agreed to, and 
the report ordered to be made upon the day following. 

Captain Alacbride defired to be informed, whether the Lieu- Captain 
tenant Governor of Greenwich Hofpiial was on the half-pay 
lift of the navy Captains, and (on being informed by Mr. 

Brett that he was) he faid it wasdiredlly contrary to his oath 
for an officer to hold a civil employment, and at the fame time 
continue on his half pay. It was alfo contrary to an addrefs 
©f that Houfe to His Majefty, wluch he defired to have read. 
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This being done, he called upoA the honourable gentleman to 
explain how the Lieutenant Governor could, with any fafety 
take the oath, or how the Admiralty could venture to adl in 
dire6l violation of the will of that Houle, exprelled in their 
addrefs to His Majefly, that no officer ihould receive his half 
pay whilft holding a civil employment. He then read his own 
oath, which he had in his pocket for his lialf pay, and urged 
the Houfe to confuler whether any halLpay officer iiolding 
any employment under Government could with a lafe con- 
science take fuch an oath ? 

Mr. Biett. Mr. Brctt anl'wered, that the gentleman in queftion dki not 
receive the half pay, though he was oiuhe half-pay Viil. His 
half pay, as well as that of feveral others, who held places in 
the Hofpitnl, went to the Holpital fund. Beijdes, the place 
of Governor of the Hofpital had bien determined by that 
Houfe to he a military, not a civil employment ; which laft 
only was intended by the addrefs. 

Captain Captain Machride replied, that he was by no means fatis- 
MachruJe. fied, as he thought it was a dire^l evahon of the addrefs of 
the Houfe — and alked, whether he was to confuler the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Greenwich Hofpital as a half-pay Captain ? 
He fliotild, therefore, on a future day, make a motion con- 


cerning It. 

Mr. Sheri- Mr. Sheridan obferved, that from the light in which it was 
reprefented by the honourable officer as a violation of a prin- 
ciple laid down in an addrefs of that Houfe, it appeared of a 
very ferioiis nature, and certainly ought to be looked into. 

Mr. Chai^- Mr. Chancellor declared, that it by no means appear- 
fiellorPitt. gj to him to be a departure from the rule recommended by 
that Houfe in their addrefs, as the office in queftion was cer- 
tainly a military office; for it w^ould be abliird to fay that 
while the office of Governor was a military governor, that of 
Lieutenant Governor fhould be civil ; nor was there any oath 
wbatfoever in the cafe, becaufe the office never received the 
half pay, and fo took no oath ; and the hofpital, which did 
receive it, could not take one — for his part he ftiould feel him- 
felf perfe6Uy indifferent as to the event of tloe honourable 
gentleman’s motion, only he fhould expeft that if the half 
pay were to be taken away, an equivalent fhould be made to 
the Hofpital, which would otherwife prove a confiderable lofer. 
Mr.Hamll- Mr. Hamiltijn remarked, that he had not been prefent a 
^on. jjjyj before, when a day was fixed for putting the im- 

portant queftion of impeachment. He was furprized to find 
the time fo fhort, and was determined to move to have it 
prolonged— he therefore came down to the Houfe to exprefs 
his furprife, and to give notice of this his intention to move 
for farther time. 


Scoit Major Scott faid, that as tlje laft examination of witneflesat 
the bar had gone into matter of a very extraordinary nature. 
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lie wifhed to examine two geiitlemen on the fame fuhjed; but 
he aflured the Houfe the examination would, as far as depend- 
ed on him, be extremely ftiort; he then moved, that William 
M.iTkham, and David Anderfon, Efqrs. Ihoulcl attend that 
Houfe on the enfuing Friday* 

Mr. Burke and Mr. Francis both exprelTed their defire that 
no delay might be given to the charge intended for Friday. 

Mr, Grenville obferved, that he was furprifed how any thing 
like an ohjedlion could be made to fuch a motion. 

Mr. jB//r,-6^anfwered that he was equally furprifed that any 
gentleman fliould hint fuch an accufation againil: him, 

'I he motion was then put andcairied. 

Tlie Houfe adjourned. 


T^uefdayy 2*]th March. 

The Iloufe was moved, That the order for receiving 
the report from the Committee of the. cliarges againlt 
Warren HaflingsS, Efq. might J)e •lead and the fame ha- 
ving been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. Hamilton begged leave to engage the attention of the Mr.Hanui 
Houfe whilft he repeated the few words whicli he defigned 
to have uttered upon the preceding day, had it been for- 
mal for him, witliout previous notice, to have urged his 
purpofe. He had neither intended then, nor was it his 
wifli, at that time to make any motion, could Iiis obje61: be 
attained without it ; but if he fliould find ultimately that 
it could not, he would certainly^ move for the difcharge of 
the order for Monday, which he conceived to be the regular 
motion that a compliance with the forms of the Houfe re- 
quired; yet he begged that it might be generally under- 
fiooJ, that he fliould have no objedlion to withdraw his 
motion, or to modify it in any way whatfoever, fo as to 
meet the wiflies and fentiments of the Houfe. He had not 
been prefent on T hurfday night laft, when it was refolved 
to bring up the report of the refolutions of the Committee 
on the enfuing Monday, and to follow up that proceeding 
on the fame day with a motion for the impeachment of Mr. 

Haftings : he exprefled his aftonilhnient that it could have 
been agreed to bring forward the great queftion of impeach- 
ment at a week’s notice only, and in a manner fo indecently 
precipitate. He urged the abfence of the great lawyers of 
that Houfe and of the Crow’ll, as an argument againft fo 
hafty a meafure, and contended that the Houfe would im- 
peach its own juftice and equity by hurrying on the con- 
clufion of the proceedings againft Mr. Haftings in a manner 
fo unwarranted and unfeafoiiable. When the inquiry pre- 
Kminary to the projedled profecution was firft inftituted, h» 

declacc4 



PARLIAMENTARY A. 1787. 

declared that it was his opinion, that the condu6l of thofe 
engaged in it had been virulent and prejudicatory; but he 
was tree to confefs, that latterly the Houfe had adled in the 
bufiners wit.li a degree of deliberation becoming its own dig- 
nity and due to the folemnity and importance of the occa- 
fion. Having thus eftahlirtied its charadter as a grave af- 
fembly, ready to give full time for difeuffion where the topic 
was ferious and important, and the confequences immedi- 
ately perfonal to a man who once held an high and diftin- 
guiflicd rank in India, as the reprefentative of Great Britain 
in that quarter of the globe, would they on a fuddcii adopt 
a new line of condudl, and confent to be precipitate in the 
very moment when it hell became them to be temperate 
and cautious? Would they, on the eve of concluding their 
labours, become luddenly carelefs and ralh ? Was fuch a 
new line of condude cither becoming thcmfelves, or due to 
fucli a charadler, his late lituatioii and rank confidcred, as 
Mr. Hallings ? He licgged to learn on what ground of ex- 
pediency fuch a deviation from their own fettled fyllem was 
to be juilified? Was it expedient to lay alide deliberation 
in the moment previous to decifion ? The Houfe would 
pleafe to recolledl, that tlic queftion of impeacliing- Mr. Haf- 
tings was by no means a corollary upon the feveral abftradl 
and feparate quellions previoufly rcfolved in the Committee 
on the charges which had been preferred : that pofition he 
muft again and again infill on as clear and undeniable; and 
therefore the qiiefiion of impeachment ought to he viewed 
in its true liglit, as a much more ferious and di Hindi confi- 
deration than any wliich had preceded it. He defined to 
know w hat end this unfeemly precipitation could anfwcr ? 
^VouId it render the judgement more decifivc, or accelerate 
the decifion ? The Houfe of Lords could not poffibly de- 
termine the caufe during the courfe of the prefent feflion : 
w’lio w’ould deny that allertion ? 1 here was not a doubt of 
it, and therefore he fliould aflame it as a fadl not to be 
difputed or furmoiinled. — Tlie firll autliorilies in the Houfe 
of Lords, men whofe names needed only to be mentioned to 
enfure relpedl and rivet belief, had long fince declared, 
that it was impoflihle for the lloufe to decide the matter in 
tlie prefent fcflion; to what end thent(hc repeated it) would 
the Houfe endeavour to bring forwand fo great a qneflion 
without allowing more than a wreck’s notice? a notice fo 
Ihort as not to admit of the return of tlie abfent members, 
and upon fuch a queftion it was impolfible but every man 
who regarded the caufe of juflice muft wifli to be prefent at 
it. Were the F.oufe to decide the queftion of impeachment 
aflinnatively, previous to the difeuffion of the remaining 
^barges, how was it poffible for gentlemen to give a free 
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and unprejudiced vote on each of thofe charges that re- " 
inained to be examined and brought to decifion } 

7 his quel^ipn (Mr. Hamilton added) he muft beg leave 
to prefs upon the Houfe, and doing it, he could at length 
fpeak, in terms of governed indignation, of the manner in 
which a right honourable gentleman had on a former day 
hinted to the Houfe, that Mr. Haftings was free jn his per- 
foil, and left at full liberty to enjoy the comforts of life and 
all the common benefits of nature. Had he aiifen when his 
. feelings were warm, on the firft mention of fuch a fuggef- 
tion, he could not have anfwered for his expreflions; he 
would now only fay, that there wefe few, indeed, who did 
not wifli Mr. Haftings fully to participate in thp benefits 

S id bleffings of nature with all the reft of mankind. Mr. 

amilton now drew his fpeech to a conclufion by repeating, 
that the queflifn of impeachment Was a great and general 
queftlon, and by no means a corollary on the abftraft quef- 
tions alfekdy decided by the Comifiittee, and that he did not 
mean to prefs his motion, could a ground of real expedi- 
ency be ftated for fo foon bringing up the Report of the re- 
folutions of the Committee. 

Mr. JTorke feconding the motion, added, that in his mind Mr. Yoikc. 
the bringing up an imperfect Report, and coming to a deci- 
•fion upon the important queftion of impeachment before 
the whole of the charges were difeufled, and the opinion of 
the Committee taken upon each of them, was inconfonant 
with thd^l*ules of juftjee and prejudicial to the objedl: of the 
profecution., 

Mr. Chancellor Pi// remarked, that he confidered it as hisMr. Chan- 
duty moll earneftly to urge, that a motion for delay in 
criminal profecution, on behalf of the perfon accufed, was 
intitled to as much attention as any fubjeft could pofftbly 
demand : his honourable friend had appeared to divide his 
argument into two different and difiin£l heads— one as to 
the propriety of bringing up the Report fo foon as the next 
Monday, and the other as to the expediency of coupling 
the vote o( impeachment witfi the receiving of the Report : 
as to the latter, it was a fubjedl which might perhaps admit 
of feme doubt ; hiM^as to the former, that of deferring the 
bringing up of the Report on Monday, it was one to which 
he uiould give his moft hearty oppolition. His honourable 
friend had ftated, that fronj the Aortnefs of the time (which 
by the by be had calculated as but one Angle week, whereas 
it was in fa£l: from the preceding Thurfday lall until the 
{cnfuing Monday^ between, the notice given and the in- 
tended motion for the impeachment, it was impoffible for 
gentlemen to make up their minds againft the time, when 
th^ were to give their final vote upon the fubjefl. More 
VoL. XXI 3 U time 
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time had bean allowed for preparation for the queftidn of the 
next Monday, than for any other qucftion in the whole 
courfe of the proceeding,, and he defired to know, were 
, gentlemen as yet to make up their minds upon it, or rather, 
had they not already formed their opinions ? Had they not 
jriade up their minds on the affairs of Benares, on thofe of 
Oiule, on the charges which related to Farruckabad, and 
on the contra^s ? For his part he avowed, that he had 
himfelf made up his mind on them all, and was ready to 
declare, that from what had paffed, he looked upon it tliat 
the jufttce and the honour of Parliament was deeply com- 
mitted in the bufinefs. His honourable friend had aflumed’ 
{what he was fure every gentleman would very much la- 
ment, if it lliould he found to be true) that the proceeding 
could not he expe6led to arrive at the Houfe of Lords du- 
ring tha, pi-efent feffion : he was fure that the way to rea- 
lize this affumption would be to adopt the fJropofal of delay 
made by the honourable gentleman himfelf ; bu% the very 
circumftance of tlie necellity of fuch a delay as tlie honou- 
rable gentleman had dated as unavoidable before the Tbufinefs 
could be carried to the other Houfe, rendered ix highly in- 
difpenfable in that Houfe to expedite as much as poffible 
every dep to which hefitation and delay were n6t, in point 
of juftice and difcretion, abfolutely necelTary. The bringing 
up the Report was certainly one of thofe, and no good rea- 
fon could be given for w’ifhing to defer it : aind as t^ the 
qlieftion refpefl'ing the vote of iinj>eachment, it not ap- 
pear that the party himfelf moft immediately concerned iii 
it vviflied to have it deferred. Suppofihg, as he did, that 
every gentleman had already, in brs own mind, determined 
on tte general vote which he fhould give on fliat queftion, 
be apprehended that the only difficulty would be to afeer- 
tain the particular fliape into which that vote fb'ould be 
formed.-' 7'ho whole bpdy of the charges delivered in at the 
table evidently contained much matter, whejrt either from 
its infignificance in fome inftances, its want of criminality, 
or its incapability of proof in others, it would by no means 
be confiftent with the dignity or the juftice of that Houfe 
to irtclude in a vote of impeachment it would then beebme 
a fubjeii: of difcuifion, how fuch part^ould heft be iepa* 
rated from thern, which, befides their being highly crimi- 
nal, were fuch as that Houfe had fufficient evidence of to 
warrant a vote of impeachment J "^there would alfo probably 
he fome diftefence pf opinion as to the form of proceeding on 
the impeachment itftif. Mr. Pitt flited the feveral different 
modes in ‘which it had been ufual to condu6b this fort of 
profecutions; as by firft: di^wihg up articles of impeach- 
ment, .and then going up yfUh them to the Houfe of Lords; 
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or by firli voting tbc impeachment, and fending a mei&ge 
to the Lords that they had come to fych a vote, and would 
be ready to fubftanti^te it before thejji, and then proceeding 
^ frame-the articles ; or, as had been done in fome inftances, 
appointing a private Committee to feleift and frame the ai*- 
ticles. With lefpedt to the argument in favour of delay on 
the expeftation of a fuller Houfe after Eafter than there 
might be expelled before the holidays, that was a ground 
upon which he was fure that his honourable friend, M^hen h© 
cbnfidered it ferioufly, would not defire much to reft, as 
there appeared in faA no chance of fo full a Houfe at any 
future period of the feffion as at prefen t. O;j tj;2 VViioie:, 
vvrfintever might be his opinion oF the manner in which the 
articles of impeachment ftioulJ be framed, or however he 
might be induced to think that the impeachment ought not 
to be voted oi] the day oT bringing iip the Report, (and lie 
did not know but it would be right to defer the latter till 
Tuefday) he could fee no reafon ^batfoever for. delaying the 
bringing, pp of the Report, 

Major Scott obferved, that as the right honourable gentle- Majoi* 
man, (Mr. Pitt) had particularly applied to him, he ftiould 
take' the liberty of faying a few words upon the occafiom . 

He begged leave to call to the recolledlion pf gentlemen on 
jil fides of the Houfe, what had pafled on a former day^ 
when a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had expreffed 
a, wifli that notice might be given from the other fide of the 
Houfe of |he number of charges to be brought forward, and 
the time when they were to be produced. Upon that occa- 
sion, a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) had propo- 
fed, one day in the laft week^ two in the prefent week, and 
the laft charge in the following week* Of courfe, it was un- 
derftood, that the great queftlon of impeachment would not 
come on until after the recefs. In the laft week a tiew mode 
had been propofed, and he trufted it would not be expedled 
from him, (an unlearned and an uninformed man, as he was) 
upon fo nice a point, that he ihould have been prepared at a 
moment to fta'te precifely what he wiflied upon that occa- 
fion. Undoubtedly he had acquiefced in the motion propo- 
fed for the next M<^j:^day, nor did he noyr v^illx to oppofe 
the Report being recisived on that day, though he trufted 
that the final vbte of impeachmtot would be ptt off until 
.after tlie recefs* Sq far from wifhing any delay, the Houfe, 
he was confident, would do him thejuftice to allow, that he 
had accelerated the bufinef$ to the utmoft of his power, in- 
fomuch that, in the whole courfe of the inquiryji he had ne- 
ver called a Angle witnefs until the preceding dfay, and that 
was in confequence of fOme very unexpe3e4 eviqenpe y^hich 
had ‘heea given two days before ; bqt Whep the report was 

i V ^ nxadc^ 
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madle, ther^ were fome very material poin^ which would 
Y^ifli to Hate to the Houle, and fome very material papers 
whtch^he had called for many days ago, had only been pre- 
fented on that day. In the charge relative to the Begums, 
the right honourablegentleman (Mr. Pitt) had denied that 
the neceffity of the Company, at the moment their treafures 
were feized, were fuch as had been ftated. Tlie Major faid^ 
hef could now boldly declare, that authentic documents upon 
the table proved that neceffity beyond the power of cavil or 
cdntradidlion. To thefe he Ihould refer on the report. An- 
other very material circumllance it was right to mention. 
Jt had been afferted, that Mr. Haftings had mifreprefented 
the grouHiC feized. Tlxis afc 

fertion Avas made on a quotation from a letter from Bengal, 
dated the nth of February 1782, which was publilhed in 
the Tenth Report of the Sele^ Committee. That letter 
complete had been prefented that day to the Houfe, and it 
effe(^ualiy cleared up thi^ apparent contradi<Slion. Gentle- 
men would be not a little aftonilhed when they came to read 
it coolly in their clofets. Another very material point in 
the charge relative to the Begums he likewife wiftied 
to prove On the Report, — that an honourable member of that 
Hpule had a£lually taken .prifoner one of the Nujuls re- 
cruited at Fyzabad by the Begums; and, from the evidence 
of Mr. Markham, he would be able to prove, that, during 
the rebellion of Benares, the road from Fyzabad to Bena- 
te$ was covered with troops fent to the affiftance of Cheyt 
Sing. Thefe were very important points, fincc’the vote 
againft Mr. Haftings on that charge had turned entirely on 
thefe two circumftanees, that the diftrefs of the Company 
was entirely i removed by the feparate peace with Madajee 
Sindia, and that there were no grounds to fuJ)pofe the Be- 
gums had tiffifted Cheyt Sing at the time of his rebellion. 
There were very material points to be cOnlidered alfo in an- 
other charge : he meant that of contrafts and eftabliftiments. 
Of all the various items which coropofed that charge, ta- 
king in a government of thirteen years, the= Minifter had 
^difapproved only of two, The bulJocfc contra6l andthe Opiuni 
oontr^ft.; * As to the ^rft, feveral very materia! papers had 
heenrthat day prefented. As to the opium contrafl:; he had 
ftated it fap-ly the opium contraft had al- 

waysrbced look^ upon in Be^ as a matter of patronage, 
Tt was one of their patent oiEceSj aiid whether that defence 
would bear he could not fay; but 

the faft wasTo, and known to be fd, to every man who had 
fervedi as he had^ dpiij^^l^ in Bengal. As a 

matter of j^tronage it was giytn to a young gentleman who 
lived ‘in Colonel Monfon’s family a day or two before C-olo- 

nel 
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helMonfondled, and he looked upon it as aperfonsil obligAt 
tion from "Mr. Haftings to biinfelf, and, as fuch, men tinn- 
ed it o'n his death-bed. Oh the fame footing of patronage, 
it was continued to Mr; Mackenzie in April 1780 by Mr# 

Haftings, Mr. Francis, and Mr. Wheeler, after their coa% 
tion. This fadl: was fupprefled in! the Ninth Report of the 
Sele£l Committee. The Major faid, he had mentioned it in 
debate in the Committee, but this day it was in proof be- 
fore the Houfe; and whether it would bear Mr. Haftings 
out or not, he would continue to aflert, that Mr. Haftings 
and Mr. Francis had looked upon the opium contrail as a 
matter of patronage, and that a relation of Mfc.. Francis bad 
feu a 2 iJire in It. The Major faid, he underftood that the 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Hamilton) had no idea of oppo- 
fing the Report for Monday, but that he wilhed that a foil 
notice fhould be given of the day when the great queft ion of 
the impeachment fhould be brought on; and in this he moll 
heartily concurred with him. 

Mr. Dundas remarked, that^ha fliould acknowledge hitn- Mr.Dundas 
felf cenfurahle if any blame ought to defeend upon the per- 
fon who firft fuggefted the neceffity and propriety t>f making 
a report of fuch refolutions as the Committee had come to, 
previous to the final difeuffion of all the charges. Upon 
this occafion, he mu ft beg leave to remind the Houfe, that 
when he made that fuggeftion, he merely threw it out as a 
matter for the confideration of the gentleman on the other 
fide the Houfe, without any intention to take the Houfe by 
furprife, and, as it were, enter into a prejudication of the 
caufe ot Mr. Haftings, or without an intimation of any 
defign to make any motion on the fubjedl- He recapitula- 
ted paflages of his fpeechon thatotcafibn^, and faid, that he 
thought at tliat moment (as he had thought when he firft 
fuggefted the idea) that it^would be well worth the endea^ 
vour of the Houfe, cohfidering the advanced period of the 
year, the near approach of fummer, and the natural confe- 
quenCe of thinner and thinner Houfes, to' get one ftep for- 
ward in the bufmefs, and by making a Report of fuch refolu- 
tions as they had come to. in the Committee, enabling thofe 
who were to manage the profecution, to be preparing fome 
of the articles of imif^chment to be propofed, while the 
other remaining charges W|^re difeuffing and deciding upon. 

He acknowledged, that, hsy|||^n unknown what charges, 
either by name or in numbm|PTOained to be difeufied, the 
matter would have proved WwSy different, and in. that cafe 
he Ihould have agrefed with tiis honouraUe friend, that it 

* For thefc the reader will give hlmfelf* the trouble of referring to 
a prccedipg J>art of this work. 

would 
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vrmlA have been precipitate ani indecent to have brought 
up the Report of the Gojiinoiittee of the refolutions already 
come to, and, upon fuch an imperfedl Report, to have pro- 
ceeded to difcufs the queftion of impeachment ; but he beg- 
ged the Houfe to recolledl, that on the very day wliea 
he had fuggefted the idea of making a Report of the 
refolutions already voted, the right honourable gentleman 
who had originated the charges had declared exprefsly what 
the nature of the remaining charges were, and that there 
were only three in number. He denied that the honourable 
gentleman wlio fpoke laft had been at all accurate in his de« 
tail of the proceedings of Thunciay. it bai} nisver upofj 
that day been underftood that all the charges would be gone 
rlirougli before Monday, the day on wdiicl) the Report had 
been agreed to be brought up; hut, on the contrary, it had 
been exprefsly dated, that two would be brought forward 
during the prefent week, and one the week after. And, as 
a farther proof that this was the true date of the cafe, the 
Houfe might well remembet that it had been at di d propor 
fed to brigg up the Report of the refolutions already agreed 
to, as upon that day, ahd that in confequence of the parti- 
cular fuggeftion of the honourable gentleman who fpoke 
lad, it was agreed to delay the bringing up the Report un- 
til the enfuing Monday. With regard to the lionourahle 
gentleman, or^ any of the friends of Mr, Haftings, having 
juft ground of complaint of precipitation and hurry, fare he 
was, that for two years together thofe gentlemen had heeit 
calling out againft delay, and day after day demanding a 
fpeedy decifion. He begged leave alfo to remind his honour- 
able friend who made the motion, that it was but the laft 
feffion that he had 'himfolf been fo urgent for bringiug the 
matters of charge againft Mr. Haftings to a fpeedy iffue, 
that he had* 'grged the Houfe to continue fitting the whole 
fommer, rather than clefay thejiiltice which he had then con- 
tended it was due to Mr. Haftings to adminifter with all 
poftible difpatch. ' Mr. Dundas, after urging thefe argu- 
ments, In juftiheation' of the Houfe’s adhering to its de- 
termination to bring up the Report on the next Monday, 
laid, that if nothing elfe prefled for getting a'ftep forward 
in the proceeding, a fenfe of the ' honour of the Houfe, 
which flood in the moft extraordinary and delicate predica- 
ment, abfolutely demande3^||feihey ftiould as foon ns pof- 
fibJe decide upon matters folll^ under difcuflion ; and as to 
the idea of Mr. Haftings walking about, and freely enjoying 
not only the comforts, bat the pleafures and luxuries of life, 
Jet hiS' honourable friend be 4 :autious how he ufed that argu- 
ment, Cnee it certainly told as much the other way as the 
way in which his honourable friend had meant to apply itk 
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The fooner the impeachment was carried lip to the Lords, the 
better for Mr* Haftings, fmee it muft depend upon them 
whether he was to continue ati liberty and in full enjoyment 
of thofe bleflings which his honourable friend thought it fo 
Ihocking eveji to hint at the necefllty of depriving him of* 

Upon the whole, he could not conceive that there could 
exifl a fingle gentleman in that Houfe who meant to ail fair- 
ly in thebufinefs, whether he was a friend to Mr. HaftiiYgs 
or not, who could refill the propriety of receiving the Report 
of tlie refolutions of the Committee on the enfuing Mon- 
day, and of proceeding to the termination of the profecu- 
tion, as far as it concerned that Houfe, with a? little delay 
as poffible. 

Mr. Burke having obferved that an honourable gentleman Mr. Burke. 
(Mr. Hamilton) had chofen to animadvert upon his former 
fuggeftion, that Mr. Hafiings, was, during a profecution 
wearing fo ferious an afpeil, at full liberty, and enjoying all 
the luxuries of life, added, that, ip extenuation of fuch an 
inference, (if it wanted an extenuation) the Houfe would 
pleafe to recolledl, what fort of a criminal it waf whom 
they had under their confideration ; and as the be/l anfvver 
to the charge of precipitation, he muft remind gentlemen 
tliat the Houfe had been nearly feven years engaged in in^ 
cjuirles into the condudl of Mr. Haftings, who had him- 
felf, at their bar, in that very extraordinary performance, 
which he had called liis Defence, prefled for difpatch, and de- 
precated delay. Striking, beyond exprellion, was tlie cata- 
logue of criminal charges already found by the Committee* 
l liey were not merely high crimes and mifdemeanors in the 
technical and cant phrafes of the Houfe, but crimes, at tho 
bare repetition of which the human heart fhuddered witli 
horror, hfe would tell the honourable gentleman who 
made the motion, on what he refted the whole ’of his con- 
dnft in the hufinefs — on the broad bafis of humanity; i 
bafis which no art could fhake, nor any argument either alter 
or move. '1 he honourable gentleman had talked of inde- 
cent hafte. Let him fee what had been the condu6l in the 
cafe of the Earl of Macclesfield, a man who had the weight 
and authority of Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, 
a charadler that demanded peculiar refpedl and attention, and 
whofe faults (fuch, he meant, as had been imputed to him) 
were venial, compared to the crimes charged, againft Mr. 

Haftings. Mr Burke turped to the journals, and read from 
them the proceedings on the occafion to which he had allu- 
ded. It appeared therefrom, that oh the 9th of February a 
niefTage had been brought from Crown, communica- . 
ting certain papers relative to the condufl of Thomas Kafl 
of, 'Alaccle^fiel J : that the Houfe had forthwith refoWed to 

imveacli 
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impeach the faid Earl, and that ort the 12 th of February, at 
only three days diftance, Sir John Oxendpn was fent to the 
bar of the Houfe of Lords, there to declare in behalf of the 
Commons of England, that they had come to a refolution 
to impeach the Lord Chancellor, and that they would pre- 
pare and (end up the necelfary articles with all due difpatch. 
Mr. Burke reafoned upon this precedent, and compared the 
proceedings upon it with thofe againft Mr. Haftings, dedu- 
cing from the contraft undeniable proofs, that, with refpeft 
to the latter, the Houfe had afted with uncommon delibera- 
tion, and that their forbearing any longer to take the necef- 
fary fteps to render the pcrfon of the man fo accufed ame- 
nable to the juftice of his country, would be on their part a 
^ criminal negleit. 

Mr. W. Mr. JV. Grenvilh having obferved that he would not fol- 

Grcnvillc. example of the right honourable gentleman who di- 

redted his argument chiefly to the queftion of impeachment, 
which, as Ins right honourable frieml had very properly faid, 
was a queftion which might call for difcuffion on Monday, 
but could not be regularly confidered as coming under the 
difcuffion of the motion then before the Houfe, added, that 
be confidered both the argument of the honourable gentle- 
man who had made the motion, and the motion itfelf, as 
calculated to create unneceflTary deldy. He concurred with 
his right honourable and learned friend (Mr. Dundas) that 
there was not the Imalleft ground for complaint of indecent 
hafle or precipitation, and that, circumftanced as the Houfe 
was, in refpe6l to the profecution, a regard to their own 
charafter and the national honour, required that the bufinels 
fliould proceed with all reafonable difpatch. 

Mr. Hamil- Hamilton obferved, that a variety of remarks from 

diflerent quarters of the Houfe convinced liiin that it was in 
vuiln to enforce his motion. Yet, previous to withdrawing 
it, he felt himfelf warranted to contend, that all the princi- 
pal arguments urged upon the occafion went againft: the mo^ 
tion, on account of its oppoling the bringing up the Report 
of thofe refolutionl^^s which the Committee had come on 
Monday j an obje61: which he had all along declared he did 
not mean to infift upon. Mr. Hamilton replied to Mr. 
Dundas on various palTages of his fpeech, and particularly 
on his having reminded him (Mr. Hamilton) that he had laft 
year prefled' the Houfe to continue fitting (:he whole fummer, 
in order to do Mr. Haftings juflice as fpeedily as poffible. It 
Was very true but he defired the Houfe to repolle<9: the dif- 
ference between ufing di^atch in deciding upon preliminary 
charges, and precipitately coming to a determination on the 
great queftion of impeachixient. Not the finalleft notice bad 
h«en takeii of a point on which he had laid very particular 
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ftrefs, 'and this was, that tjie queftion of impeachment was 
not a corollary on the queftion already voted by the Com- 
mittee. I'hat he muft again and again infill on. He de- 
clared that he never meant to contend, that the Houfe could 
not, ufe what precipitation they would, be able to proceed 
the length of going to the bar of the Houfe of Lords with 
the impeachment this feflion, but merely that the Houfe of 
Lords could not poffibly finifti the trial of the impeachment 
this feftion. He denied that the argument, that the motion 
was meant to create unneceflary delay, was in the fmalleft 
degree founded, and added other arguments in fupportof his 
former opinion. He concluded with defiring to withdraw 
his motion, declaring tliat he was perfuaded, that fliould the 
Houfe on the enluing Monday debate the queftion of im- 
peachment, their own convidtion of the impropriety of de- 
teriTuning it on the day of making the Report, would induce 
them to poftpone the confideration of that great queftion. 

Mr. prefnmed, that when the honourable gentleman Mr.Tosc 
talked of the conviction of the H 9 ufe, he meant the convic- 
tion of his own mind, and not that of any other gentle- 
man. For his part, he was at that moment prepared to 
fay, that he was fully perfuaded that the proper time for 
bringing forward the queftion of impeachment, would be 
immediately after the Houfe had agreed to the Report of the 
refolutions to which the Committee might come upon the 
en filing Monday. 

The motion having been, with the leave of the Houfe, 
vvithdrawn, the Houfe adjourned# 


TVednefdayj *l%th Marche 

Captain Machride rofe to give notice, that he w’ould put Captain 
oft' the motion which he intended to have made relative to Macbiidc. 
the Lieutenant Governor of Greenwich Hofpftal being on 
the. half-pay lift of captains, until after the holidays. Pre- 
vious to his fitting down, lie would beg leave to inform the 
Houfe, that he had that day taken the trouble to go to tlie 
Pay Office, to examine the lift, and he found that his name 
Hood three from the bottom ; of courfe, the motives im- 
puted to him by an honourable member under the gallery, 

(Mr. Brett) “ tliat he was aCluated by fpite,’* and difap- 
pointment qf being kept oft' the eight-ftiilling lift, from the 
Lieutenant Governor of Greenwich Hofpital being upon it, 
fell to the ground. This being the fad, he fuppofed that 
the honourable member judged pf others by lumfelf : he left 
it to the Houfe and the Public to judge, which of the two 
" was moi}: likely to be aduated, the^gent or the captain. No 
fuch felfiffi collte^lptlblp motives could 1^ imputed to him. 
Vpl.XJCL zX In 
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In order that, if pofTible^ no p^rt of the debate, concerning 
thie repeal of the Teft' and Corporation Aft, may either 
want elucidation, or put onr readers to the trouble of 
making references, we {hall prefix, to the account of 
fpeeches on the fuhjeft, The Cafe of the Proteftant Diflen- 
ters, with Reference to the Teft and Corporation Afts. 

In the year 1672, the 25th of the reign of King Charles II. 
an aft was paflcd, entitled, An aft for preventing dan- 
gers which may happen from Popilh recufants;” by which 
it is enafted,, 1 hat all and every perfon or perfons, that 
fliall he admitted, entered, placed, or taken into, any 
office or offices, civil or military, or fliall receive any pay, 
falary, fee, or w ages, by reafon of any patent or grant of 
His Majefty, or {hall have command or place of truft 
fV from or under His Majefty, his heirs of fucceffors, or by 
his or their authority, or by authority derived from him of 
them, within this realm of England, dominion of Walesj 
or town of Berwick V)p§J' Tweed, or in His Majefly’s 
navy, or in the feveral illands of Jerfey and Guernfey, or 
that ihall be admitted into any fervice or employment in 
** His Majefty’s Jioufehold or family,- — {hall receive the Sa- 
crament of the Lord’s Supper, according to the ufage of 
the church of England, within three months after his of 
their admittance in, or receiving their faid authority and 
employment, ‘ill fome public church, upon fome Lord’s 
day, corhmor^Iy called Sunday, immediately after divine 
fervice.” 

The circum fiances of the time, when this bill paiTed, were 
very remarjcable. Papifts were indulged in their religion, 
and many of them were employed in the great offices of 
ftate. The King himfelf was fufp'efted of popery, and the 
Duke of York, his prefumptive heir, had openly declared 
himfelf of that religion. This bill was introduced in direft: 
oppofition to the court; the penal laws having been fuf- 
pended, contrary to afts of Parliament, by the royal pro- 
clamation, chiefly in fayour of Papifts, at the very time 
when a war was begun to deftroy the only Proteftant ftate 
by which England could expeft to be fupported in the de- 
fence of her religion and liberties. On thefe accounts, the 
ininds of all zealous Proteftants Were iii the utmoft fear and 
confternation ; and, accordingly, tbedefign of the aft wasi 
as the preamble declares, to quiet the minds of His Ma- 
« jefty’s' good fubjefts, by prevepting dangers which itiighf 
happen froni Popilh recufants.r ‘ ^ ' ’ 

The Proteibnt Dilfenters apprehend, therefore, that this 
aft, as the title {ets forth, ’was ifiade wholly agaipft Papifts, 
and iibt to prevent 'any danger which conld happen to the 

nation 
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hatlonor church from the Diflenfcers. Indeed, fo far were 
the Proteftant Nohconformifts frcro being aimed at in this 
a6t, that, in their zeal to refcue the nation from the dangers 
which were at that time apprehended from Popifh recufants, 
they contributed to the palSng of the bill; willingly fub- 
jefting themfelves to the difabilities created by it rather than 
obftrufit what was deemed fo neceflTary to the common wel- 
fare. Alderman Love, a meiiiber of the Houfe of Com- 
mons, and a known Dillenter, publicly defired, that nothing 
with relation to them might intervene to ftop the fecurity 
which the nation and Proteftant religion might derive* from 
the Teft Adi, sand declared that in this he was feconded by 
the greater part of the Nonconforraifts. This condudl was 
fo acceptable to Parliament, that, in the very feffion in which 
the Teft Adi pafled, and while that adl was depending, a bill 
was brought into the Houfe of Commons, entitled, A 

Bill for the Eafe of Proteftant Diflenters.’’ This bill, 
having pafled through the different ftages of that Houfe, 
was carried up to the Houfe of Lords, where likewife it 
paflTed, with fome amendments. Thefe amendment j having 
given occafion to a conference between the two Houfes, 
King Charles II. from an apprehenfion that the meafure 
would prove injurious to the popifli intereft, on the 29th of 
March, 1673, adjourned the Parliament to the 20th of Oc- 
tober following. In the next feffion, an attempt was made, 
in the Houfe of Commons, to diferiminate the Dillenters 
from the Papifts, with regard to their qualifications for 
public offices, by bringing in a hill for a general teft, to dif- 
tinguifh Proteftants from Papifts; which bill, having been 
'^read a fecond time, and referred to a Committee, was laid 
afide without being reported. 

The late reverend and learned Dr. •.Burnet, Bilhop of Sa- 
lifbury, in a fpeech in the Houfe of Lords, ip the year 
1703, took particular notice of the conduct of the Diflen- 
ters, with regard to the Teft Adl; and juflly concluded, 
that, as the aft was obtained in fome meafure by their con- 
currence, it would be hard to turn it againft tliem. 

Tliough King William III. of glorious memory, had rej- 
fufed, when Prince of Orange, to give Ms approbation to the 
repeal of the Teft Aft and other penal laws againft Papifts, 
knowing that ,the meafure was countenanced by King 
James II. with the foie view of introducing Roman Catho- 
lics into public offices, and that it would have been at thiit 
time dangerous to the Proteftant religion and the liberties of 
the people; yet, when he was raifed to the throne of thefe 
kingdoms, and no danger could be juftly apprehended, he 
told his firft Parliament, in one of his fpeeches, " that he 

|;ipped they would leave room for the admHTio'n^of all Pro- 
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teftants who were willing anji able to ferve Mm ; and that 
fuch a conjuniSlion irlibis fervice would tend to the better 
uniting them among themfelves, and ftrengthening them 
againft their common adverlaries.’* Accordingly,- when 
the bill was brought in for abrogating the oaths of alle- 
giance, &c. to King James II. a claufe was ordered to be 
added for taking away the neceffity of receiving the Sacra- 
ment as a qualification for civil offices. This claufe the 
Houfe of Lords rejefted, contrary to the fentimerits of 
many noble Peers, the ftedfaft friends of their country, and 
diftinguifhed promoters of the Revolution; who declared, in 
their proteft, That a greater caution ought not to be re- 
quired, from fuch as are admitted into offices, than from 
the members of the two Houfes of Parliament, who are 
not obliged to receive the Sacrament to enable them to fit 
in either Houfe.** 

The Teft AQ. is not the only ftatute by which the civil 
Tights of the Diflenters are abridged. 

In the year 1661, th^ i^3th of Charles IT. the year after 
the Reftoration, an adl was pafled, entitled, An a£l for 
the \velI-governing and regulating of corporations by 
wyhich it is provided, 'I'hat no perfon, or perfons, fliall 
for ever hertufter be placed, eleiled, or cholen in, or to, 
any corporation-offices, that ftnll not have, within one 
year before fuch eleflion or choice, taken the Sacrament 
‘‘ of the Lord’s Supper according to the rites of the churcli 
of England.” 

^ This aft, which was pafled in a period of great heat and 
violence, was probably defigned againft fome of the Protef- 
t ant Diflenters : <vFor,” as a noble Lord* exprefles himfelf, 
in thofe times, when a fpirit of intolerance prevailed, and 
fevere meafures were puvfued, the Diflenters were reputed 
“ and treated as perlbns ill-alFcfted and dangerous to Go- 
vernmeiU.” But both Houfes of Parliament in a fliort 
time entertained different fentiments of them; and,, before 
the end of that leigu, difeovered an inclination to relieve 
them from the difabilities created both by the Corporation 
and Teft Aftsj-. 

On the 24th of December, in the year 1680, a bill was 
ordered into the Houfe of Commons, for repealing the Cor- 
poration Aft |. On the 6th of January § following, this 
bill was read a fecond time, and referred to a Committee. 

♦ Sec Lord Mansfield’s fpeech in the Houfe of Lords, February 4, 
I 7 <> 7 > in the Appendix to Dr. Purncaux’s Letters to Sir Wiiliant 
Blackflone, p. 159. 

t SeeDr. Furncaux’s Letters, p, 17S — 185, note. 

^ t Journals of the Houfe of Conimoni, VoL IX. p. 69 a, 696. 

8 Ibid, jp. 700. 
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Whil6 this bill was depending * in the Houfe of Commons, 
a bill came down from the Lord|ri"> entitled, An a^l for 
diftinguilhing Ijroteftant Dilfenters from Popifti recu- 
<< fants. Jt doth not appear that there was any divifipu on 
cither of thefe bills, but they were defeated by the fudden 
prorogation of the Parliament on the loth. of January. The 
Commons, being apprifed of the King’s intention, had only 
time to pafs fome votes on the ftate of the nation, one of 
which is in thefe words;}*; That it is the opinion of this 
Houfe, that the profecution of Proteftant Dillenter% 
^ upon the penal laws, is, at this time, grievous to the fub- 
jedl, a weakening of the Proteftant intereft, an encourage- 
ment to Popery, and dangerous to the peace of the king- 
dom.” 

Such public teftimonies, In Parliament, in favour of the 
Proteftant Diflenters, they cannot but confider as affording 
a full evidence of their zeal and concern for the Proteftant 
religion and the liberties of thefe kingdoms, and of their be- 
ing hearty and fincerc friends to the public peace, both in 
church and ft ate. * 

They therefore humbly hope for the repeal of t]ie faidails 
for tlie following reafons : 

I. Every man, as it is now univerfally acknowledged, has 
an undoubted right to judge for himfelf in matters of reli- 
gion ; nor ought his exercife of this right to be branded with 
a mark of infamy. 

a. The holy Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper, being a 
matter purely of a religious nature, and being appointed by 
our blefled Saviour only for the remembrance of bis death, 
ought not to be applied to the fecular ends of civil focieties. 

3. As Diflenters are univerfally acknowledged to be well- 
affefled to His Majcfty and the eftablilhed Government, and 
are ready to take the oaths required by law, and to give the 
fulleft proof of their loyalty, they think it Jiard that their 
fcruple tp receive the Sacrament after the manner of the 
church of England, or after the manner of any church, as 
a qualification for an office, fhould render them incapable of 
holding public employments, civil or military; 

4. The occafional receiving of the Lord’s Supper, as a. 
qualification for a place, cannot, in the nature of things, 
imply, that thofe who thus receive it mean to declare their 
full and entire approbation of the whole conftitution and 
frame of the eftabliftied church ; fince men may be compelled 
by their neceflfities, * or allured by fecular advantages, to do 

Journals of the Houfe of Commons, Vol. IX, p. 697. 

Journals of the Lords, Voi« Xlll. p* 709, 713, 728. 

X Journals of tks Houfe of Commons, Ybl. ZX« p. 701. 
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what they would not dO| wiire thtey* left tb their free choicer 
As, 'from thefe motives, perfons may be induced to conforiui 
to the eftabliflied church in this particular inftance, though 
they do not approve of its forms and ceremonies in general, 
fo, from the fame motives, others mav Comply yvith the Sa- 
cramental Teft who are not even Chriltians, and who there- 
fore cannot be fuppofed to wifii well to Chriftianity itfelf, or 
to any national eftablilhment of it whatfoever. Hence it ist 
apparent, that fuch a teft can be no real or efFeftual fecurity 
to the church of England. It is alfo apprehended, that, in- 
dependently of any remarks upon the dodlrine of papal dif- 
penfations, the Sacramental Teft complained of may be re- 
ceived by many Papifts, becaufe many of them hold the 
church of England to be no church, her minifters no minif- 
ters, and her (acraments no facraments. 

5. The oaths of allegiance and fupremacy, and the decla- 
ration againft tranfubftantiation, have, without the Sacra- 
mental Teft, been found efiedlual, for more than a century, 
to exclude Papifts from both Houfes of Parliament* 

6. The repeal of the Teft and Corporation a£ls, while it 
would be » relief to many of His Majefty’s faithful fubjecfts, 
would lay no difficulty or hardfliip on any others of them. 
It would no way affeit the eftabliflied church. Religion, 
and the national church, were eftabliflied before thefe a£ls 
were palled, and would continue to be eftabliflied were they 
repealed. The doilrine, the difcipline, and privileges of the 
church, would remain exaftly the fame as they are at pre- 
fent. Its conftitution and its form of government are not 
fecured by thefe aftsj nor would they be injured by the 
total repeal of them. On the contrary, every ferious cler- 
gyman would find, in fuch repeal, eafe to his confcience, 
and fafety frpm vexatious profecutions; for the fervice of the 
church of England, in its notice refpedling the celebration 
of the Communion, forbids blafphemcrs of God, flanderers 
of his word, adulterers, &c. to come to the Holy Table; 
and yet the minifter, as the law now ftands, muft admit all 
fuch perfons to the Sacrament when they demand it as a qua- 
liiicatioti for an office, or fubjedl himfelf to a profecution. 

7. No other inftance can be produced, among all the re- 
formed churches, in which the Sacrament is ever applied as 
a qualification for civil employments and advantages. 

8. The Epifcopalians in North Britain, who are the Dif- 
fentcrs from the church eftabliflied in that part of the united 
kingdom, are not liable to any incapacities in confequence 
of their not qualifying thcmfelves by receiving the Sacra- 
ment according to the ufage of the church of Scotland; but 
are capable of all the advantages of the civil goyernment by 
taking the oaths, See, as appointed by law^ Whence it fol- 
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lows, thait it is not reafondble or juft, that fuch of the n^enb- 
bers of tl^e eftablifhed church of North Britain as are fefi- 
dent in England, ftiould be fubje£l to the ungracious alter- 
native, of aSling inconfiftentjy with their principles, or of 
incurring the penalty of difqualification for the fervjce of 
their Sovereign, in any ofEce, civil or military. 

9. Tn the year I779> the loth of His prefent Majefty, an 
a6l was pafled, in Ireland, For the relief of His Majefty’s 
faithful fubjcdls, the Proteftant DilTenters of that king- 
whereby it is enailpd, That all and every perfon 
and perfons, being Proteftants, fhall and may have, hold, 
and enjoy, any office or place, civil of military, and re- 
ceive any pay, falary, fee, or wages, belonging to, or by' 
reafon of, fuch office or place, notwithftanding he fhall not 
redeye or have received, the Sacrament of the Lord’s 
“ Supper, — without incurring any penalties — for or in rc- 
fpe<ft of his negledb of receiving the fame.” The Protef- 
pnt DilTenters of England, therefore, humbly hope, from 
the moderation and equity of fhe* Legiflature, for the fame 
juft reftitution of their civil rights, to which aloneUheir ap- 
plication is confined. 

' For thefe reafons the Diflenters are induced to make an 
application to' Parliament for relief, humbly apprehending 
that their* requeft will appear to be founded in juftice, and 
tliat a compliance with it will redound to the honour of re- 
ligion, will tend tp the fecurity and ftrength of the Protef- 
tant intereft, be conducive to the welfare of the nation, ho- 
nourable to the King as the common father of his People^ 
and no way ihjurioys to any one fubjedl in His Majefty’s 
dominions. Arguments, fo weighty and cogent as thofe 
which have been reprefented, cannot, they truft, fail, in con* 
junflion with the enlarged apJ liberal fpirit of the times, to 
procure from the Legiflature the repeal of ftaftutes, which 
can in no degree be conftdered as grounded on public necef* 
ipty or public advantage. 

Mr. ReauJ^oy^ rofe, and faid, 

I am fenhblfe, Mr. Speaker, that in a bufinefs fo impor- Mr. 
}:ant as that upon which we are this ^ay aflembled, it might 
have been expe6ied that ^he large proportion of the inhabi- 
tants of this kingdom who are now, by my voice, fuitors to 
the Houle, would have been more ftudious of experience an 4 
ability in their advocate. It may naturally excite furprife, 
that in a caule which fo deeply concerns their intereftsand 
their honour, they flioyld have committed the management 
of their fuit to a man of fo little pretenfipns to parliamen- 
tary fkill, and of talents fo humble as mine. 

Sir, their condudl admits of only one explanation : they 
hayf confidence in the juftice of their caufe, and they have 
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^ual confidence in tha candonr® and liberality of *the Houfe* 
They know that in addrefling the moft enlightened men of 
the moft enlightened age, the artificial aids of rhetoric pan- 
not be neceffary to enforce the arguments of leafon. They 
know that in’addroffing a Parliament which pollefles, beyond 
any that ever aflerabled within thefe walls, the confidence 
and afFefiion of the People; a Parliament under whofe 
anfpices, and by whofe guidance this kingdom, to the difap- 
pointment of her enemies, and the aftonifhment of the 
world, has recovered from her defolated ftate; a Parliament 
whofe decifions proclaim to every part of the empire, that, 
under their government, no individual fhall be deprived of 
his rights without juft cauie, nor penalties be inflidled with- 
out the commiffion of a crime; — they know that in ad- 
d^-efiing fuch a Parliament, it will be fufficient for them to 
prove that, contrary to the firft principles of juftice, they 
are fubjedled to punifhment without the imputation of guilt ; 
amerced of the common privileges of citizens, without the 
lufpicion of offence; and oondemned to perpetual degrada- 
tion and difhpnour, unlefs they will confent to incur the 
guilt of renouncing that right of private judgement in mat- 
ters of religion which the God of nature has given them. 

Three different dalles of our fellow-fubjeds are ag- 
grieved by thofe provifions in our laws of which I lhall pro- 
pofe the repeal. 

The firft is compofed of all thofe Englilhmen who are 
Diflenters from the church of England. 

The fecond is compofed of all the ^members of the efta- 
blilhed church of Scotland. 

The third conCfts of all thofe refpedable clergymen of 
the church of England, who think that the proftitution of 
the moft folemn ordinance of their faith to the purpofesof 
a Civil Tefl;, is little lefs than a facriJegious abufe. 

Of thefe feveral deferiptions of my fellow-citizens, en- 
titled as they all are to particular regard, the Diflenters have 
the firft claim to my attention ; for they have publicly re- 
quefted, — a requeft which they confined to their own cafe. 
Jell they Ihould be thought prefumptuous in expreffuig the 
complaints of others — they have publicly requefted that I 
would fubmit to the confideration of Parliament the pro- 
priety of relieving, from penalties of ilifqualification and 
reproach, fo many hundred thoufands of His Majefty’s ar- 
dently loyal and affedionate fubjeds. 

Ot the earneft, anxious folicitude they feel to obtain re- 
lief; and of . the unanimity with which they prefer their 
prayer to Parliament, the Houfe will be enabled to judge 
from the mention of a Angle fail# 

"yhe Diflenters of England are chiefly compofed of tbp 

Prelby^ 
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Prelbyterians, the Independents, and the Baptifts, who dif- 
fer in many circumftances of doftrine and difcipline, but v^rho 
all agree in the ©uftom of annually appointing two deputies 
from each of their congregations in the metropolis, and in 
all the neighbouring diftrids within ten miles of the metro- 
polis, for the management of their affairs; a cuftom which 
has long been eftabirfhed among them. Now it is by the 
unanimous voice of that Affembly of Delegates, fuppofted 
by the wiflies, earneftly exprefled in letters, of their bre- 
thren in all parts of the kingdom, that the prefent requeft 
folicits the attention of Parliament. 

With the permiffion of the Houle, I will read to them 
two refolutions which conftitute, in the prefent bufinefs, the 
principal proceedings of the delegates. 

“ At a general meeting of the deputies of three denomi- 
nations of Diflcnters, held at Dr. Williamses Library,' 
‘VRedcrofs-ftreet, London, on Friday the 5th of January, 
1787, to confider of an application to Parliament, for the 
repeal of the Teft and Corporation Ads. 

“ Edward Jefferies, Efq. in the chair. 

The queftion being put and fully debated, it was there- 
upon 

Refolved unanimoufly, That an application be made to 
Parliament for a repeal of the Corporation and Teft 
Ads, fo far as they concern Proteftant Dillenters. 

Refolved alfo, That it be referred to the Committee, to 
take the moll: effedual meafures for carrying the above 
refolutions into execution. 

At a meeting of the Committee, held at the King’s-Head 
Taverii, in the Poultry, on the 2d of February, 1787, 

Mr. Jefferies in the chair, , 

Refolved, That the mode of proceeding in the Houfe 
^ of Commons, for the repeal of the Corporation and 
Teft Ads, be by motion. 

Refolved, Tliat Mr. Beaufoy be defired to cfiake the 
motion for that purpofe.” 

From thefe proceedings the Houfe will be convinced how 
very idle and frivolous thofe reports are, which intimate that 
the Diffenters in general do not delire relief. 

Thus authorized, 1 am happy, in the outfet of our delibe- 
rations, to declare that the grievances of which the Diffenters 
complain, are of a civil, not of an ecclefiaftical nature. 

They humbly folicit a reftoration of their Civil Rights, 
notan enlargement of their Ecclefiaftical Privileges. It is 
of confequence that this fad ftiould be diftindly ftated, and 
.clearly underftpo4j for the very word Diffentet leads fo 
VoL.XXI. SY ''•naturally 
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naturally to the fuppofltidn that their complaints are of an 
ecclefialtical kind ; and their acknowledged merit as citizens, 
fo naturally excludes the idea of its being podible that the 
l^w Ihould have deprived them of any of their civil rights, 
that I feel myfelf under a neceflity of ftating, at the very 
threfhold of the bufinefs, that their prayer has nothing ec- 
cleCaftical for its objedl. They wilh not to diminilh the 
provifion which the Legiflature has made for tlie eftablilhed 
church, nor do they envy her the revenue flie enjoys, or the 
ecclefiaftical privileges of dignity and honour with which 
ftie is invefted. If their aim had been to attack the rights 
of others, and not merely to recover their own they would 
not have chofen a member of the church of England for 
their advocate, nor could I have accepted fuch fruft. So 
far are they indeed from trefpalSng on the rights of others, 
that even the reftitution of their own they did not folicit 
till the public tranquillity was completely rellored, and till a 
feafon of leifure from other avocations had afforded the Le- 
giflature a convenient opportunity of confldering the hard- 
Iliips by which they are aggrieved. That men of acknow- 
ledged merit as citizens, of known attachment to tlie confti- 
tution, and of zealous loyalty to the fovereign, fliould at 
no time folicit relief from unmerited difabilities and unde- 
ferved reproach, is not to be expe6led from the DilTentors, 
for it is not to be expe61ed from human nature. But in 
praying for that relief, they have chofen the time which they 
thought the moft convenient to Parliament, and the mode 
which they deemed the moft refpedlful to the Houfe, United 
in fentiment on this occafion, to a degree which I believe 
unexampled in any body of men, and hitherto unknown 
among themfelves, and forming in moft of the towns of 
England, a large proportion of the inhabitants, they did not 
chufe to crowd*your table with petitions. They wifhed to 
ovve their fuccels, not to the number of the claimants, but 
to the equity of the claim ; and they have obferved that 
juftice never pleads more powerfully with the Houfe, than 
when fhe approaches them accompanied only by her own 
complete perfedions. 

The difabilities which the law has impofed on the DilTen- 
ters, aie contained in the provifions of two adls of parlia- 
ment, that were paffed in the reign of King Charles the 
^Second, and which are generally known by the name of the 
Teft and Corporation Afls. 

In the firft place, therefore, I fhall ftate what thofe pro- 
vifiops are.-^In the next place I lhall deferibe the periods at 
which, and the circumftances under which they were feve- 
rally made. I fhal! then prove, on the cleareft evidence, 
that the Teft Adi, which conftitutes their moft extenfive * 

grievance. 
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grievance, was not levelled againft the Diflenters, and that 
the caufes which did^ated the Corporation A<ft haveceafed to 
operate. And laftly, I fliall demonftrate on the plaineft 
principles of reafon, that the repeal of thofe provifions would 
not only be attended with no difadvantage to the ftate or 
church, but would bring with it increafe of flrength to the 
one, and additional fecunty to the other. 

The Corporation A6t declares, that no perfon lhall be 
eledled into any corporation office, who ftiall not, within 
one year before fuch eledtion, have taken the Sacrament, ab^ 
cording to the ufage of the church of England. 

The Tell Adi declares, th^t every perfon who accepts a 
civil office, or a commiffion in the army or navy, and who 
does not within the time prefcribed by the adl, take the 
facrament of the Lord’s Supper according to the ufage of 
the church of England, lhall be difabled in law to all in- 
tents and purpofes whatever from occupying any fuch civil 
office, or from holding any fuch military commiffion ; and 
if without taking the facramejital qualification within the 
time prefcribed by the adl he does continue to occupy a ci- 
vil office, or to hold a military commiffion, and is* lawfully 
convidled, then, Sir, (and I beg leave to intreat the atten- 
tion of the Houfe to this moll extraordinary punilhment) 
then he not only incurs a large pecuniary penalty, but is 
difabled from thenceforth, for ever, from bringing any ac- 
tion in courfe of law, from profecuting any fuit in any 
court of equity, from being guardian of any child, or exe- 
cutor or adminillrator of any perfon, as well as from re- 
ceiving any legacy. 

If then the zeal of a Diflenter for the fervice of his coun- 
try Ihould have induced him to bear arms in her defence, 
and to hazard his life in her caufe, what return does Ihe 
make to his patriotifm ? She ftrips him of every right which 
is dear to the man, or honourable to the citizdn ; for if he 
is convidled of having fought her battles without the fa- 
cramental qualification, flie tells him, youi property fliall 
no longer be protedled by the law ; the very privileges 
which arife from the private relations of life lhall no lon- 
ger be yours. Has your deceafed brother appointed you 
by his will the guardian of his orphan child ? — that trull 
you lhall not execute. Has a near relation bequeathed to 
you a legacy ? has your father left to you his inheritance ? 
— that legacy, that inheritance, you lhall never enjoy^ 
Even the property you at prefent poflefs, lhall no lortger 
<< be fecure; for while to the claims of others upon you 
the courts of jullice lhall continue to be open, to your 
claims upon others they lhall, from this time for ever, 
«« be incxprably fliut# Thus beggared aad ftript of your 

' . - V « n 
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all, the vengeance of the law is not yet complete : the 
Teft A6l exails from you a penalty which, even in a 
flouiifhing ftate of a foldier’s fortune, might be thought 
exceflive; and if that penalty is not paid, a prifon is your 
lot.” Sir, this is not the language of an irriaginary law, 
it is the language of one of your ftatutes; I defcribe it ex- 
a£lly as it is. — Such is the treatment the Diffenter receives 
if he embraces the profeffion of a foldier-; a profeffion 
which in all ages, and in all countries, has been efteemed 
Ahe raoft honourable, and which in many countries, and tor 
many ages, was confidered as the chief diftindlion between 
the freeman and the Have. 

Of fimilar harfhnefs is the language of the law towards 
every Diffenter who ihall apply himfelf to the profeffion of 
a merchant ; The town in which you live, may have 
owed to you much of its profperity; yet in the offices of 
that town, in the management of its revenues, in the 
care of its public concerns, you fliall have no participa- 
tion. The kingdom itf^If is largely your debtor : you 
have extended her trade; you have added to her wealth; 
the r^enues of her excife are increafed by your mann- 
faftures; the receipt of her cufloms is fwelled by your 
commerce, and many of the Teamen, who form the de- 
fence and bulwark of the ftate, were firft employed in 
yourfliips, and were trained to the fervice by your means ; 
yet in return for thefe benefaftlons the adl excludes you 
from all offices and trufts; its language towards you is, 
that of perpetual alienation: though one of the beft of 
citizens, It deprives you of the common rights of citi- 
zenlhip. Your intereft in the happinefs of tlie kingdom 
is great; your property in the funds is large; the pledges 
of your attachment to the ftate are the ftrongeft that can 
pofTibly be given ;'yet the Teft A61: declares you unwor- 
** thy of arty confidence. Your integrity is unfufpedled ; 

your conduft is without blemifh ; your rank, in the elli- 
** mation of all good men, is on the higheft level ; yet the 
Teft A& has fixed upon you the fame charadler of re- 
proach, the fame ftamp of difhonour, the fame mark of 
‘‘ rejedlion and of infamy, which the law has attached to 
men who are convided, publicly and judicially convided 
of being perjured*” 

Am I told that the Dillenters may avoid the penalties of 
the law merely by taking the facrament? What is this but 
to fay, that they may avoid the difabilities impofed upon 
Diffenters by ceafing to be Diffenters ; that they may efcape 
the difadvantages annexed to their religion by renouncing 
their religion ; that they may relieve themfelves from the 
punifhment impofed upon their faith by becoming apoftates 



n % B A T E S. 

to that faith : they do not deferye the infult of fuch .a 
reply. 

Such are the two afts which have 4inpoled on the Difien- 
ters the difabillties and unmerited reproach, from which 
they humbly, but earneftly, intreat relief: the reafonable- 
nefs of their requeft will receive additional ftrength from 
the confideration of the circumftances of the two periods 
at which thefe ftatutes were palled. 

The Corporation A£l was impofed at a time when the 
kingdom was ftill agitated with the efiecSts of thofe ftorms 
that had fo lately wrecked her peace; but for which the 
Diflenters of our day are no more refponfible than the mem- 
bers of the church of England at this time are for the vio- 
lences of the Star-chamber, the cruelties of the high Cora- 
milTion Court, or any of the other movements of that defpo- 
tifm which produced the tempeft. At that time indeed the 
Diflenters, as a diftinft and feparate clafs from the efta- 
blifhed church, had not an exilltnce; the Act of Unifor- 
mity, wliich produced the feparation, and which created ' 
diltindtions of a dilFerent fort trom the facrainental teft, not 
having palTed till a later period. 

Of the injullice of the Corporation Aft, and of the fpi- 
rit of defpotifm in which if was drawn, the Houfe will be 
enabled to judge from the contemplation of one Angle 
fa6t. 

The aft enables His Majefty to appoint com mi flioners 
to adminifter certain oaths to all mayors, aldermen, com- 
mon-council men, and other perfoiis bearing any qABcc of 
magiftracy or place of truft in any corporation; and then 
declares, that the faid commiflioners fo appointed by the 
King, or any five of them, fliall have power, by warrant 
under their hands and feals, to difplace or remove any of 
the peiTons aforefaid from the faid offices and places, if the 
faid coramiffioners, or the major part of them then prefent, 
fhall deem it expedient for the public fafety, although fuch 
perfon lhall have taken and fubfcribed, or lliall be willing to 
take and fubfcribe the faid oaths, and to make the faid de- 
claration. 

Thus the aft declares to the magiftrates of all the cor- 
porate towns in the kingdom ; You are direfled to take 
‘‘ certain oaths, and to fubfcribe a certain declaration ; hut 
though you fhall be willing to take thofe oaths, and to 
fubfcribe that declaration ; though you fliall aflually have 
complied with the law; though you have faithfully ful- 
filled both the letter and the fpirit of the Aft, yet tlie 
King’s commiflioners, if fuch fhall be tlieir pleafure, 

** without a trial, without any charge alledged, wit^^out 
y the imputation or fufpicion oi guilt being fixed upon your . 

conduft. 
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condufl, fhall by their warrant remove you from your 
« office.” 

I wifti at all times to exprefs myfelf in refpeftful Ian- 
language, when I fpeak of an adl of the Legiflature ; but a 
law more unconftitutional than this, more alienate from 
every principle of public policy, or more repugnant to 
every feeling of juftice, never difgraced the records of the 
kingdom. 

Fortunately, that claufe in the acSt which enabled the fo- 
vcreign to ilTue his commiflion for the removal of magif- 
trates, ceafed to operate when the commiffion expired ; but 
the claufe remains uncancelled in our ftatute books, and is a 
precedent to future times of the manner in which all corpo- 
rate rights may be deftroyed, if ever the accomplilhment of 
that objeil ftiall form a part of the policy of the court. 
I have quoted it to fhew, in what temper, and for what pur- 
pofes the a6l which firft prefcribed a religious Teft for a civil 
office, was originally framed: I have quoted it alfo to fticw 
that the neceffity which, at the time of paffing it, was aU 
Icdged in its defence, mull have been then, as it is certainly 
now, mtrely fidlitious. 

Such were the circumftances that marked the origin of the 
Corporation A&. in the year 1661, — Thofe which accompa- 
nied the Teft Adi were of a different nature. Before I de- 
fcribe them it will be neceffary to take notice of another law, 
which was paffed at an earlier period, and of which I have 
already had occafion to fpenk; I mean the celebrated adl for 
cftablilhing uniformity of worftiip in the church. This adl 
was paffed in the year 1662 : it direfts that all minifters fliall 
fubfcribe the 39 articles mentioned in an adl of the 13th of 
Elizabeth ; and fhall declare their unfeigned aficnt and con- 
fent to every thing contained in ‘the new book of comrAoii 
prayer. Ruinous penalties and long imprifonment are im- 
pofed as the punilhment of difobedience. 

In confequence of this law, 2000 minifters refigned their 
livings, and became teachers of feparate congregations : a line 
was drawn that narrowed, while it ftrongly marked the en- 
clofure of the eftablifhed church ; and numerous deferiptions 
of people, the principal of whom were the Prefbyterians, the 
Independents, and the Baplifts, were compelled to diftindlnefs 
of reparation. 

The firft effedl which this complete diferimination produc- 
ed on the members of the eftablifhed church, was jealoufy 
and eager fufpicion, and determined ill will. But in propor- 
tion as experience afforded a furer ground for deciding on the 
condufl and principles of the Diflenters; in proportion as 
their peaceful fubmiffion to laws of harfhhefs and feverlty 
difclofcd their attachment to the State; in proportion as they 
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were feen to rejeft thofe oiFers of liberal advantage, by which 
the Court endeavoured to allure them to an alliance with the 
Catholics; in that proportion the hoflile feelings of the mem-» 
bers of the eftabliflied Church were gradually diminiihed, 
and the Houfe of Commons in particular, difeovered towards 
them a difpolition of benignity and kindnefs* 

Such was the ftate of affairs in the year 1672, when the 
people were alarmed with an apprehenfion that the Sovereign 
had formed the defign of fubverting the eftabliflied religion 
of his country. They had long known that his confidential 
friends were Catholics ; that the prime Minifter, Lord Clif- 
ford, and the King’s brother, the prefumptive heir to the 
crown, were of this perfuafion ; and that the King himfelf 
was fufpefted of having fecretly embraced the fame hoftile 
faith. But fuperadded to thefe different circumftances of 
alarm, they now faw an army under Catholic officers, in the 
depth of winter, encamped at the gates of London. A faft fo 
extraordinary, which admitted but of one interpretation, filled 
their minds with uneafinefs and extreme difmay, and in the 
panic of the firft impreffion, induced the legiflature tp pafs 
the law that bears the title of an aft for preventing the dan- 
gers which may happen from Popifli Recufants, but which is 
better known by the /hotter name of the Teft Aft. 

The Minifter, Lord Clifford, who was himfelf a Catholic, 
attempted to perfuade the Diflenters to oppofe the bill, upoa 
the ground that its provifions were fo worded as to extend to 
them, who were not in any refpeft the objefts of the bill; 
and that nothing could be fo unjuft as to fubjeft to the penal- 
ties of the law, a defcription of men who were not within the 
meaning of the law. The Di/Ienters admitted the force of the 
argument, but waved their right to its benefit ; and one of the 
members of the city of London, who was himfelf a Diffeoter, 
declared, on their behalf, that in a time of public danger, 
when delay might be fatal, they would not impedd the pro- 
grefs of a bill, which was thought eflential to the fafety of the 
kingdom ; but would truft to the good faith, to the juftice, to 
the Humanity of Parliament, that a bill for the relief of the Dif- 
fenters /hould afterwards be pafled. The Lords and Com- 
mons admitted, without hefitation, the equity of the claim. 
They confidered the debt they had contrafted to the Dif- 
fenters, as a debt of honour, the payment of which could not 
be refufed ; and accordingly a bill for their relief was pafled ; 
but its fuccefs was defeated by the fudden prorogation of the ■ 
Parliament. 

A fecond bill was brought in with a view to the fame ob- . 
jeft, though by a different title, in the year 1680 ; and pafled 
the two Houfes in confrquence of the fame implied compaft, 
BuLwhile it lay ready for the royal aflent, King Charles the 

Second, 
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Second, who was much exafperated with the Diflenters for 
refufing to fup port the CatTbolics, arid who always delighted 
to obtain the moft unwarrantable ends by the mou defpicable 
means, prevailed upon the clerk of the crown to fteal the bill 
and overreach the Parliament. The court exulted in the%c-. 
cefs of the expedient, and thought it a happy way of getting 
rid of a difagreeable meafure. But that relief to the Diflenters 
which neither the obvious equity of their claim, nor the coun- 
^ tenance given to it by Parliament could extort from King 
Charles the Second, the magnanimity of William the third 
was impatient to beftow: for, in one of his earlieft fpeeches 
from the throne, he exprefled his earneft hope that fuch al- 
terations would be made in the law, as would leave room for 
the admiflion of all his proteftant fubjefts who were willing 
and able to ferve him. ^ 

To what peculiar caufes it was owing that fo benignant 
and wife a requifition had not the countenance and fupport 
of his Parliament, thofe who advert to King William’s po- 
litical fituation, will bd at no lofs to determine; for though 
the ci^cumftances of the times, and the great nefs of his own 
charadler had placed him on the throne, yet after he was 
feated there, the ftrongeft party in Parliament was not the 
party of the Court. A large proportion of thofe who had 
invited him to England as their faviour, meant not to make 
him their fovereign. They refented his advancement; and 
refolved to difturb his enjoyment of a pofleflion from which 
tjicy could not exclude him ; they oppofed, with violence, 
the meafures which he was known to patronize, and among 
thofe meafures, that Union which, on every principle of policy 
and juftice, he was anxious to promote among his Proteftant 
fubje< 5 ls. 

Some men, however, there were, and of the foremoft rank 
forgreatnefs of charadier even in that extraordipary aera, who 
fupported^ with unahfwerable reafons, the feniiments of their 
Sovereign ; as will appear from a proleft in the year 1688, 
which 1 will beg leave to read. ^ 

The reafons afligned in the proteft were, Becaufe it gives 
to a great part of the Proteftant freemen of England, rea- 
** fon to complain of inequality and hard ufage, when they 
are excluded from public employment by law ; and alfo, 
becaufe it deprives the King .ana kingdom of divers men, 
fit and capable to ferve the public in feveral ftations, and 
** that for a mere fcruple of confcience, which can by no 
** means render them fufpefted, much lefs difalFedled to the 
government/ 

Becaufe it turns the edge of a law (we know not by 
what fate) upon Proteftants and friends to the Govern- 
ment, which was intended againft Papifts, to exclude them 

‘‘ from 
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“ from places of truft, as men avov^edly dangerous fo ouf 
religion and government ; and thus the taking the facra- • 
“ ment, which was enjoined only as a mearts to difcovef 
Papifts, is now made a diftinguifiiing duty among Pro- 
teftaius, to weaken the whole by cafiingofF a part of them. 
Becaufe myfteries of religion and divine wor/hip are of di- 
vine original, and of a nature fo wholly diftant from the 
** fecular affairs of public fociety, that they cannot be applied 
to thofe ends; and therefore the church, by the law of the 
gofpel, as well as common prudence^ ought to take care 
not to offend either tender confciences within itfelf, or give . 
« offence to thofe without, by mixing tlleir facred inylleries 
“ with fecular interefts. 

Becaufe we cannot fee how it can confift with the law 
of God, common equity, or the right of any freeborn fub- 
je£l, that any one be punifhed without a criihe. If it be sL 
crime not to take the facrament according to the ufage of 
‘‘ the church of England, every^one ought to be punifhed for 
it, which nobody affirms ; if it be no crime, thofe who are 
capable, and judged fit for employments by the Kiftg^ ought 
not to be punifhed with a law of exclufion, for not doing 
“ that which it is no crime to forbear.^^' . 

Such were the fentiments of the lords, Oxford, Montague^ 
Mordaunt, Wharton, Lovelace, and Paget, ex prefled at a pe* 
riod that was fubfequent to the Toleration Adt, which iscon- 
fulered, 1 find, as liaving given to the Diffenters the complete 
pofleffion of all they had a right to claim. 

Upon another occafion of a flill later date, that of a con- 
ference between the two Houfes of Parliament, on the fub- ; 
ledl of the !)ill for preventing occafional conformity, the 
Peers, not a few individuals of that allembly, but the whole 
Houfe, ,expreffed, in language ftill more emphatic, their ab- 
horrence of the injuftice of the Teft A61. TJiey declared* 
tl-jat — An Euglifliman cannot be reduced to a more un- 
happy condition, than to be put, by law, under an incapa*^ 
city of fervlng his prince and country; and therefore no-* 
** thing but a crime of the moll detellable nature ought to 
put him under fuch a difability/^ 

Thus we find, that in the judgement of the Houfe of Peers^ 
the laws of exclufion are laws which deprive the freeborn 
fubjedl of his rights. For every man has a right to the com- 
mon privileges of the fociety in which he lives; and among 
thofe common privileges, a capacity in law of fervingthe fo- 
vereign, as diftinguiihed from a right to an aftual appoint* 
ment in his fervice. No man has a right to be adlually ap- 
pointed to an office, civil or military, but the perfort whom the 
choice of his Sovereign ffiall call to that fituation ; but every 
• fubiedl has a right to be deemed capable of fuch an appoint-* 
VoL. XXL 3 Z ment, 


Si1 



528 PARLIAMENTARY* A. 1787. 

ment, if his Sovereign fliall name him to the truft. No bar- 
rifter, for example, has a right to claim the fituation of a 
judge; but every barrifter has^ a right to be deemed capable 
m law of an anvancement to that fituation, if His Majefty 
ftall name him to the office. No foldier has a right to aftual 
promotion; but every foldier has a right to be deemed capa- 
ble in law of promotion, if his merits, in the eftimation of 
his Sovereign, fhall antitle him to that honour. 

On the one hand, therefore, I hope I fhall not be undcr- 
ftood to fay that any man Iv'.s a right, independently of his 
Sovereign’s pleafure, to be a6lual]y appointed to any office 
civil or military ; that would he abfurd indeed: and, on the 
other hand, I equally hope that the right of the fubjedl to be 
deemed capable in law of a civil or military employment, if 
His Majelly fliall name hirn to fuch employment, will not 
be confidered as a privilege of no account. 

In the eye of the law, this capacity for the fervice of tli® 
State, is a right of I'ucR big-Ji eilimation, of fuch tranfeen- 
dent value, that excJufion from it is deemed a proper puni/li- 
inent for some of the greateft crimes. Has an officer, in tlie 
civil line pt the public fervice, been dete61ed in a flagrant 
breach of the dut ies ot his truft ? Ar^ his offences fo atroci- 
ous as to admit ot no palliation or excufe ? Has he violated 
his oath, not from ignorance or inattention, but wilfully 
and corruptly, with i\iU deliberation, and from motives the 
inoft profligate? What punifliment does the Jaw infli6t upon 
liis deliberate perjury ? It declares him incapable of ferving 
llisMajefty in any office of honour, emolument, or truft; 

, it rmpofes on him the fame fpectes of difability which it in- 
' flidls upon the Diflenters. Thus the punifhment that is an- 
nexed by the law to one of the greateft crimes, the piinifti- 
jment of perjury is inflided on a large proportion of His Ma- 
'jefty’s moft loyal and affediionate fubjefls ; not for any 
|crime committed; not for any charge or lulpicion of guilt, 
but for opinions merely ; for opinions that have no relation 
to civil interefts ; for opinions that weaken none of the obli- 
gations which bind the individual to the State; for opinions 
thatdiminifti none of the motives which urge him as a citi- 
zen to a faithful difeharge of his duty, but for opinions 
purely religions. 

Is then opinion a proper fubjeil for punifliment? Is it a 
fubjefl upon which the law can juftly operate ? Deeds, not 
thoughts; cenduff, not belief; are the objefls of human au- 
thority. The ideas of the mind, the conclufions of the un- 
derftanding, when not embodied in afts, are beyond the li- 
mits of mortal jurifdiAion. What is it then which the t)if- 
fenters afk— New privileges? Certainly not ; but the refli- 
tution oi a right, a right of thinking for thcmfclves in the 
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fpeculative points of tlie Chriftian faith, without being fuV- 
je£t, on that account, to* afflidive penalties of difcjualifica- 
tion and diflionour ; a right of freedom to the mind, a 
right as eflential to our nature as thofe lights of exiftence 
and ot treedom for the body, which, unlefs forfeited by crimes, 
our conftitution acknowledges to be facred ; and which 
Biackftone emphatically declares no time, no phce, no com- 
pact:, no authority of Government, can poflibly ciellroy. 

Am 1 accul'ed of an uncandid llatement of the law, when 
I lay that it inflidls on Diffenters, unfufpefiled of olFence, 
the fame punifliinent as. on men convi6led of perjury Am 
1 told that the fituation of the former is not brought down 
to the level of the latter, for that there is ftill a wide difFe- 
rence between them ? 'I'hat there is a wide difference I readi- 
ly admit ; but whence does the difference arife ? not from 
any diftimSlion in the dil'abilities inflidled by the law, for 
they are the fame to the perjured convift and to the Diffen- 
ter, hut from the public opinion, which refufes to adopt the 
injuftice of the law, and will^nQt be a party to fuch an ir- 
rational mifapplication of puniflimeixt. Am I ftill told that 
to give to exclufion from oflSces the name of punflliment, is 
a perverfion of language ? I anfwer, the language I ufe is 
that which, on the lame fubjedl, in fpeaking of the fame 
men, was 'employed by the memliers of the higheft judicial 
Court in the kingdom, the moft auguft tribunal at this time 
exifting in the world : for the Houfeof Peers are of opinion, 
that difabilities are penalties, that penalties are punifliments, 
and that the particular difabilities to which the Diffenters 
are fubjefted by the law, are fuch as ought never to be in- 
flicted except on the greateft crimes. 

To this declaration of the fupreme tribunal of the king-^ 
dom, J appeal from a ftrangfe allbrtion inconfiderately made, 
that the Diffenter who does not chufe to receive the facra- 
ment, is fubjeCt to no puniflxment unlefs he alfo tranfgreffes 
the law.” Sir, his puniflimenit is that very exclufion from 
office wliich the Houfe of Peers has pronounced to be juftly 
applicable to no crimes but thofe of the greateft magnitude ; 
an exclufion, from which, unlefs he chafes to incur thofe 
terrible* penalties which the criminal juftice of the kingdom 
inflidls upon the outlaw, he has no means of relief. The 
punifhment of the perjured convidl, or the ftill more af- 
flictive puniftiment of the outlaw, conftitute his only al- 
ternative. 

But,” I am alked, Does not the aCt of indemnity, an 
aCl which, for the moft part, is annually paffed, proteCfe 
from the penalties of the Teft and Corporation laws, all 
fuch perfons As have offended againft them Sir, if the 
Imlemnity Aft does proteft from the dreadful penalties of 
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thofe ftatutes, all fuch perfons as have executed civil offices^ 
pr have held cpmmiffions in the army or the navy, without 
jthe iacraipent^l qualification, then, what inconvenience can 
arife frorn ^ repeal of the ftatutes themfelves ? If, by the an- 
nual Indemnity Adf, the execution of the law is relinquifh- 
,cd. where is the objefTtion to a repeal of the law it%lf ? To 
preferve the claim to a Teft from the DilTenters, v/hen the 
cxercifeof the claim is abandoned, may anfwer the purpofes 
pf irritation, but cannot anfwer the purpofes of power. 
The cbaim ip that cafe operates merely as a corrofive to a 
wound that otherwife would heal; it ftimulates jealoufies 
that otherwife would fleep; it agitates paffions that other- 
wife would be at rc?ft. 

But, in truth Sir, the Indemnity Aft does not proteft the 
Dilfenters from the Teft and Corporation law^s ; for its only 
pffeft is, that of allowing farther time to thofe trefpafl'ers 
on the law, againft wliom final judgement has not been 
awarded. Should, for example, a profecution have been 
commercird, bpt not concluded, the Indemnity Aft does 
not difcharge the proceedings ; it merely fufpends tliem tor 
fix montliG; fo that if the party accufed does not take ihc (a- 
prament b^^fore the fix months allowed by the Iiulcmnity 
A6t ftiall expire, the procet^dings will go on, and, long be- 
fore the next Indemnity Aft will come to his relief, final 
judgement will he awarded againft liim. Thus it appears, 
that the Indemnity Aft gives no efteftual proteftion to the 
Diflenter who accepts a civil office or military command ; 
for he who cannot take the facrament at all, cannot take it 
within the time required by tliat aft. T he penalties of the 
Teft Aft wdll confeqiiently follow : he becomes inciqiable^of 
rcceivirig any legacy, of executing any truft, or of fifing in 
any Court, or on any occafion, for juftice: he is placed in 
the dreadful firnation of an outlaw. 

Since then the DilTenters have a right as mem to think for 
themfelves in m^itters of religion, and fince they have a right 
as citizens to a common chance with their fellow -fubjedls 
for offices of civil and military truft, if their Sovereign 
fhould deem them worthy of his confidence, the only re- 
maining queftion is, does the public good require, do the ends 
pf civil fociety require tliat thefe rights fttould be fnperfeded, 
and that the Diilenters flipuld be excluded from the fervice 
pf the State ? 

That a regard to the general good controls all other confir 
derations is readily admitteil ; and therefore all arguments to 
prove this point, if any fuch ftiQuld be urged, will be very 
fuperfluous. But then it is equally certain, that confidera- 
pions of general good can never juftify any invafion of civil 
fights that is not effentiaj tp that gpod ; the ends of civil 
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fociety Can never juftify any abridgement of natural rights 
that is not efiential to thfefe ends. If then j fliall be able 
clearly to deiiionftrate that the continuance of thofe adts 
which invade the rights of the Diflenters, is not neceflary 
to the general good of the kingdom, is not neceflary to the 
well being of the State, is not neceflary to theeftablilhment of 
the national church, then it will follow, as a certain conclu- 
fjon, that they ought to be repealed. Stronger Hill will be the 
argument for that repeal, if 1 can prove (as I confidently 
trull 1 fliall) that thofe a£ls are not only ufelefs, but are 
aclually pernicious both to the State and church. 

I'o fhew how unnecefliiry, how very ufelefs, the exclu- 
fion of the Dilfenters from the offices of executive power 
dcmonllrably is. it will be fufficient to remark, that to the 
iiiglier trufl: of leglflatlve authority the DifTenters are ad- 
mit led without helitation or referve. Of that power which 
controls the (executive, they have, equally with tlieir fellow- 
citizciis, a full and free participation. From the members 
of t’lis Houfe, from the members of the Houfe of Peers, no 
religiims tv'fl is required. Is thln*the taking the facrament 
unr;. ceiiary in tlie [.egldators of the kingdom, whp hold in 
tlieir lijnds the lives and fortunes of their countrymen, and 
caii it he requifue from the Commiflioners of the common 
f iwxu r. r Is the pr jieiiion of a particular faith of more confe- 
quence in an exciienian than in a member of the Houfe of 
i'ommoriSi Or mufl: the office of a land-waiter be guarded 
by other proofs of attachment to -the church than thofe 
whicii are deemed fufficient from a Peer. Are oaths without 
the facrament an adequate fecurity from innovation, when 
adminiflered to thofe who may change the eftabliflied reli- 
gion if they will; and are not the fame oaths equally fuffi- 
cient when adminiflered to thofe who have no power to in- 
troduce the linalleft alteration ? 

The advocates for the continuance of the A(EI are 
reduced to this obvious dilemma. If they fay that the State 
can never be fecure unlefs the teft of the facrament be de- 
manded from the Legiflators of the country, experience re- 
futes their aflertion. If they fay that the fecurity of the 
State requires from executive officers a ftronger pledge than 
is requifite from Legiflators; that it requires a ftronger 
pledge from thofe who cannot change the eftabliflied religion, 
than it does from thofe who can, the aflertion refutes itfelf. 

I have heard of an idle opinion, that there is fomething of 
a republican tendency,’ fomething of an antimonarchical bias 
in the very doctrines of the Prefbyterian church. In reply 
to that opinion, if indeed it deferves a reply, I appeal to the 
principles and practice of the inhabitants of that part of the 
ifland ix) which the Prefoyterian church is eftabliflied by law, 
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Are the Scots fufpe 6 led of an indifference to monarchy ? 
Are they accufed of an unwillingnefs to fupport the dignity 
and power of the Sovereign ? Is the prerogative of the Crown 
that part of the conftitution which they are the leaft anxi- 
ous to uphold ? I have heard them taxed with a prediledlion 
for thofe maxims of policy whicli are the inoft favourable to 
jx)wer; but of levelling principles, of republican attachments, 
I have never heard them accul'ed. 

Or, if wefpeak of the Englifli Diflenters, who will deny 
that, from the time that the eftablilliment of William tlie 
Third on the throne of England gave her a conftitution, 
(for till then her government icarcely defervcd this name) the 
Diffenters have uniformly adted on principles the moll con- 
ftitutional, and have conftantly proved themfelves the ar- 
dent friends, the ^^dlive fupporters, the firm and faithful ad- 
herents of that fyftem of monarchy which was then efta- 
bliflied by law ? Or who will deny, that, from the acceffion 
of His Majefty’s family to the Crown, no ciafs of his fub- 
je£ls have iliewn themfelves more fervently attached to the 
perfon of the Sovereign ?* Ctm thefe things be admitted, and 
can it 11.^11 be after ted that the exclufion of the Diffenters 
from the fervice of the Public is neceftary or beneficial to 
the State ?' 

To the State feparately confidered,” (will probably be 
the reply) we acknowledge that the exclufion of the Dif- 
fenters cannot be deemed beneficial ; but we think, their 
exclufion is effential to the (ecurity of the eftabliflied 
church.'’ This point therefore is next to be difcuffed. 

In all the controverfies I have ever heard on the fubjedl, 
the perfons who objeiS to the repeal of the 7'efl: A61, uni- 
formly infill upon a maxim the truth of which I perfecSlly 
admit, but which does not bear upon the point, the maxim 
that the eftablilhed church aught not to be deftroyed.” 
God forbid that the church of England Ihould be dellroyed, 
or that I fliould advife a meafure of real hazard to her fafe- 
ty. The apprehenfion arifes from a habit of confounding 
two ideas which in themfelves are perfedlly dillindl : the idea 
of giving to a particular church a national eftabliftiment, and 
the idea of confining to that church all the offices of execu- 
tive government. The eftabliftiment of a church requires 
" a legal provifion for its minifters ; but it does not require for 
its laity an exclufive right to civil and military trulls. The 
eftabliftiment of the church of England confills in her tithes, 
her prebendaries, her canonries, her archdeaconries, her 
deaneries, and her bilhoprics. They conftituted her efta- 
blilhment before the Corporation and Teft Ads had an ex- 
iftence; and they will equally conftitute her eftabliftiment if 
thefe ads Ihould be repealed# In Scotland no fuch laws a$ 
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the Tell and Corporation Ads ever had a being; yet who 
will alFert that in Scotland there is no ellabl idled church? 
or wlio will declare, from tlie hillory of that church, that 
die is weakly or imperfedlly fee u red ? In Ireland, the relief 
which is now folicited in this kingdom for the Proteftant 
Diflenters, was granted feven years ago; yet who will fay 
that the eftabliflied church of Ireland is deftroyed ? Let me 
therefore intreat thofe members of the Houfe who contend 
that a church eltabliflnTient cannot he fnpported without a 
religious ted, to confider for a moment what they under- 
take to prove. In the firll place, they mult prove that there 
never was an eftabliflied church in England till the 25th 
year of the reign of Charles the Second. In the next place, 
they mull prove that there is not at this hour, and that there 
never was, an eftablillaecl church in Scotland : that there is 
not, and that there never was, an eftablidied church in Hol- 
land ; that there is not, and that there never was, an efta- 
bliflied church in the dominioris 6f the Emprefs of Ruffia, 
or in tliofe of Pruffia or of Hanover : that the Emperor of 
(jermany has deftroyed the eftabliflied church through all 
his dominions ; and that the church of Ireland was annihi- 
lated feven years ago. 

Thus it appears on the ftrongeft of all evidence, the evi- 
dence of fadhs, that the fuppolition of the Tell txnd Corpo- 
ration Laws being neceflliry to the fupport of the eftabliflied 
church is a weak and groiuidlefs furmife. Strength.to the 
charch, and not weaknefs — fecurity, and not danger — I ll>all 
prove by unanfwerable arguments, will be the confeqiience 
if repealing thofe obnoxious laws; for the different clafles 
of Diflenters have no general intereft, no bond of unioir, no 
fufficient inducement, to fupport each other, hut that re- 
proachful exclufion from public employments which is com- 
mon to them all. It is the liahlfhip of being puniflied with- 
out a crime, of being ftript of their rights as citizens, with- 
out the fufpicion of offence, of being placed by the law on 
a level with thofe who are perjured : it is this hardfliip which 
has given them a common caufe. It is their fenfe of op- 
preflion, their refentment for injuries received, their indig- 
nation for unmerited difgrace, which has formed the alliance 
between the Prefbyterian, the Independent, and the Baptift, 
and which has led them to forget their ancient difagreements 
in the contemplation of* their common wrongs. 

Perfons who know them not, may poffibly fufpefl them of 
a fecret deflgn to invert their own minifters with the poffef- 
fions of the church ; and may imagine that, in that defign,, 
a fufficient inducement to mutual, amity and a common ex- 
ertion will continue to exift. Yet the very perfons who rea- 
fon on ^is ground, even thofe whofe fufpicions are the moft 
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inveterate, muft ftill admit, that if, in their prefent fituatlon^ 
the Dfflenters are urged by two different paffions to wifh the 
ruin of the church, that of refentment for exifling oppreffion, 
and that of an eager ambition for her wealth, the removal of 
the firft and ftrongeil of the two will take from them their 
principal impulfe : nor can it be denied, that a league which 
refts on two motives, will be weakened when the nioft power- 
ful of thofe motives are completely done away. Whence it 
follows, that even on the ground which the bittereft oppo- 
nents of the Dillehters have taken againft them, the propofed 
repeal will increafe the fecurity of the church. But thole who 
are at all acquainted with their real principles, perfectly well 
know, that among thofe principles, no one is more fundamen- 
tal than that of keeping their minifters in perfedl: dependance 
on the laity, and of excluding them from ail power, and from 
all influence, hut that which arifes from greatnefs of talents, 
eminence in learning, and purity of life: a principle that fug- 
gefls no poffible inducement ^o clothe them with the honours^ 
or to enrich them with the fpoils of the eilahliihetl church. 

Thus it appears from the plained tleduflions of common 
fenfe, that the propofed repeal will remove from the eftablidi- 
cd church the only danger to which it can ever be expofed, 
that which arifes from a clofe and intimate alliance among 
thofe of a different communion; and will confequently unite 
th^ two greateft advantages whicli, on fuch an occafion, the 
Houfe, as guardians of the kingdom, can neither obtain nor 
ilefire, that of giving fatisfaflion to the Diffenters, and ad- 
ditional fecurity to the church. 

Perhaps I /hall be alked, for I have heard fuch a queflioi^ 
agitated, “ Will not the repeal of the Ted admit to 
ofijccs of magidracy, and to every fituation of civil and 
“ military trud, men of all profeffions, men of all poffible 
faiths? Mny not a Roman Catholic be prefident of the 
council? May not a Mahometan, if he happen to be horn 
•* in England, become an expounder of our laws, and pre- 
fide in the Court of King’s Bench? May not a Jew be 
•* made keeper of the King's Confeience; and a worfliipper 
of fire he fcated in the Speaker’s chair? If the Teft Aft be 
repealed, what fecuritv will the kingdom have again d 
“ thefe drangeand prepoderous appointments ?” To the fird 
part of the quedion, that which relates to the Catholics, my 
anfweris, the oath of abjuration, the oath of fupremacy, the 
declaration againd the doftrine of tfanfubdantiation, (every 
one of which will remain in full force, though the Corpora- 
tion and Ted Afts fhall be repealed) are deemed fufficient in 
law, and have been found in praftice aftually fufficient to ex- 
clude the -Catholics from an admiffion to either Houfe of 
Parliament, Many gentlemen of that faith are of great for- 
• tune, 
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tune, and of the higheft worth, and therefore of gre:tt Influence 
in the country ; yet who among them has ever been admitted 
to a feat within thefe Walls ? Some of them are hereditary 
members of the Houfe of Peers, yet who of their profeffion has 
voted in that affembly ? , 

Now, if the oaths, and declaration againft an eflential doc- 
trine of the Roman faith, have been found fuificiedt, without 
the facrament, to exclude the Catholics fropi fituations ofle- 
gillative power; fituations to which every motive of intereft 
and ambition ftrongly invites them, can there be a doubt of 
the fufficiency of the fame means to exclude them from the 
humbler offices of executive authority ? 

To the fecond part of the queftion, What fecurity, if the 
** Teft and Coporation A6lsfliould be repealed, will the pub- 
“ lie have that perfonswho are not even Chriftians, willbead- 
** mitted to fituations of civil and military truftr” My an- 
fwer is, the fame fecurity as before thofe Ails were pafied. 

Their date, when compared with the age of the kingdom, is 
but of yefterday : yet, during the many hundred years which 
had elapfed from the time of fhe* Norman conqueft to the 
paffing of thofe laws, I do not recolleft that there js any in- 
fiance upon record, of a Jew’s being Lord Chancellor of Eng- 
land, or of a Muffelman’s advancement to the Court of King’s 
Bench ; or of a worfhipper of fire being raifed to the dignity 
of the Speaker’s office* — Were there not legal obftacles to 
their admiffion to public employments, I fhould not think 
that the followers of Mofes, of Mahomet, or of Zoroafter, 
would be the objeSs of the Sovereign’s choice. So many 
things are entrufted to his diferetion, that I fhould imagine 
this would not be the way in which the confidence repofed in 
him was moft likely to be abufed. But I need not dwell on 
arguments of this fort, for the oath of abjuration exprefsiy 
excludes all perfons but Chriftians, as it contains a pofitive 
declaration, that he who takes it, fwears upon the faith of a 
Chrifiian. Now this oath, (if I am permitted td proceed with 
my plan, and to bring in a bill for the purpofe) together with 
the oaths of allegiance and fupremacy, and the declaration 
againft the Catholic dofl:rine, of the nature of the confecrat- 
ed bread and wine, will be required from all perfons admitted 
to civil or military truft. 

When, then, I am afked, If you abolifh the teft of the 
<< facrament, what new teft will you eftablifh in its room;*^ 
my anfwer is, that of the abjuration oath, and of the decU* 
ration which condemos an eflential part of the Romifh creed* 

The firft cannot be taken by the Deift or the Jew, or the 
prefeflbr of any religion but the Chrlftian. The laft cannot 
be taken by the Catholic. Upon this plan ^hen, no perlbn 
can be admitted to an employment, military or civil, but on 
two fpecific conditions# 
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The one is, that he give the fapie proofs of attachment to 
the ftate; the fame pledges of fidelity for the difchargc of an 
executive oflBce, which is deemed fufficient in the members of 
the Houfe of Commons,- and in thbfe of the Houfe of Peers, 
for the faithful difeharge of legiflative trufts. 

The other is, that the Sovereign fliall have fufficient con- 
fidence in his probity and merit, to feledl him from his fel* 
low-citH6ens, as worthy of an employment in his feivice — 
On ihefe conditions, what danger of improper appointments 
can poffibly arife? The offices 10 which the Diffenter will be 
.admitted are merely executive, to which no legiflative autho- 
rity, no power of altering, in the lead degree, the laws or 
religion of the country is attached; and from which, gene- 
rally fpeaking, without any proof of offence, or any reafon 
afligned, he may be removed at the pleafareof his Sovereign. 
—I hear it faid, “ but what if we cannot trufl the Sovereign? 

what if the chief magiftrate himfelf, from an enmity to the 
“ church, or a willi to new model the ftate, fhould call the 
Dillenters to his aid, and invite them to execute his fehemer” 
Sir, the attempt which is thus fuppofed has adlually been 
made; the circumftances which are thus imagined have adlu- 
ally exillfed : for, till the 25th year of Charles the Second, the 
Teft Adt had not a being; and for fome years before that 
time, it fuited the purpofes of this monarch to invite the 
Dillenters to his fervice, in which he hoped that, as a perfe- 
cuted people, Iheltefing themfelves under his proteftion, they 
would favour the defigns he had formed againft the laws and 
eftabliflied religion of his country. Entreated with earneft- 
nefs to the funftiine of favour, the gates of the palace were 
thrown open to receive them. All that could pleafe the va- 
nity, or gratify the intereft, or flatter the ambition of men, 
was profufely oftered on the one hand, while on the other 
were Ihown them, fcorn and ignominy ; every hardlhip which 
law, wrelled from its purpofes by the hand of power, could 
impofe, or that the perfecuting ftatutes of Elizabeth could 
inflidl. — Penalties that could rob them of their all — bonds 
too, and ftripes, and the mifery of a dungeon, where exift- 
cnce, by flow and lingering means, pines itfelf away — they 
were told to take their choice. — In this trying fituation, in 
this dangerous alternative, the fevered proof to which virtue 
can be expofed, their country faw with what unfhaken for- 
titude, with what conftancy of mind, with what ftedfaft re- 
folution they uniformly fuftained their part, Unfeduced, un- 
terrified, they, rejeded with fcorn, the oilers of the Court, 
and quietly refigned themfelves to thofe fetters, and to that 
imprifonment from which, generally fpeaking, the hour, of 
releafe was the fame, which conveyed them to their graves. 

The zeal of the Dillenters for the conftitution of their 
country, is, then, undifputed; “but why,*’ (fay thofe who 
I objed’ 
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objeft to their relief) “ why Should wc hazard any cha^e in 
“ our Jaws? are we not in polIeJIion of ineflimable bleflings? 

** doe’* Jiot the nation flouri/li in profperity ? have we not the 
“ of an hundred years of happinefs in favour of 

this ftatuter” — I anfwer, the profperity you defcribe is 
tainted with iiijuftice: the happinefs of one part of the people 
is polluted by the oppreffion of another: there is no equality 
in this diJlribution. — The Spaniard, who receives his annual 
returns horn the Labour of the Indians in his mine, (I pur- 
pofely defcribe a cafe which, in its circurnftances, is widely 
different from the prefent, the better to demonilrate the ten- 
dency of that principle which is common to them both) the 
Spaniard, when he hears the complaints of thofe unfortunate 
Peruvians, may anfwer, “ Is not the nation profperous; does 
‘‘ not the nation flourifli? have we not enjoyed the bleffing 
of a long repofe from the difafters that once affll£led the 
“ empire? why then do tbefe people complain? ’Tis true we 
have robbed them of many of their rights, but we have 
‘‘ not deprived them of all. Are nj3t many of the comforts 
“ of life ftlll theirs? and on certain days of the year, which 
they believe to be holy, do we not permit them to v^orfhip, 
in their own way, the Being they adore? they ought to be 
fatisfied ; let us not hear of their complaints.** 

This language of the Spaniard, however different the circum- 
ftances that give rife to it is founded, I repeat the aflertion, on 
the fame principle on which the prayer of the Diflenters is 
oppofed ; for that principle is oppreffion, and if one degree of 
oppreffion may be defended, another degree of it, under dif- 
ferent circurnftances, may be defended alfo. — Juftice is a nar- 
row path acrofs an unlimitable ocean; he who quits her eter- 
nal line, whether the diftance at which he leaves it be great 
or fmall, will equally find that there is no refting place on 
which his wearied reafon can long repofe. 

But if juftice be the principle upon which you decide^ 
Ihall not the Catholics partake of its benefits? Shall not 
they as well as the Diflenters enjoy the advantage of thofe 
common privileges of cnizenlhip which you defcribe as the 
‘‘ unqueftionable right of all?** I anfwer, without hefitation, 
if the Catholics can prove, that though they are of the Church 
of Rome they are not of the Court of Rome. — If they can give 
a fufficierit pledge of loyalty to the fovereign, and of attach- 
ment to the laws and conftitution of their country (queftions 
which at this time we are not called upon to decide, and which 
therefore I mea;) not to .difcufs) I do think they ought to be 
admitted to the civil and military fervice of the ftate. 

Gneonly objeftiori to the propofed repeal, fo far as 1 have 
heard the fubjed at any time difeufled, ftill remains to bean- 
fyireted ; and that is, that the propofed relief of the Dift- 
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fenterSi however juft in itfclf, may introduce lefs rea- 
5*^on able requefts, and may lead to dangerous innovati- 

ons, for where lhall the legjllature make its ftand? 

Where /ball it mark that limit?” My anfwer is, Juf- 
tice has marked that limit; Ihe has drawn it with fo ftrong 
a h^nd, that the moft inattentive cannot but obfervc it, and 
the moft incautious cannot heedlefsly pafs it. The church 
has a right to her eftablilhment, and the Dillenters have a 
right to a complete toleration. I ufe the woids complete to- 
leration, bepaufe, Dr. Paley, the prcfent archdeacpn of Car- 
lifle, in his celebrated fyflem of morals, has obferved, that is 
a right to which the Dillenters are entitled, but which, as 
long as they are fubjeuft to civil incapacities on account of 
their religious opinions, it is impoffible to fay they enjoy. 

Were 1 to judge from the language I have heard, I mould 
imagine that even that imperfeS reftoration of their rights, 
which the Ad of toleration pafTed by the legiflature in the 
reign of KitJg William, has granted to the Dilfenters, is con- 
fjdered as a boon to which they had no claim, and which arofe 
fiom pure benevolence. ..TJie generofity of that ad is ex- 
tolled, as if there was a fort of merit in no longer attempting 
tp lafli hien into ponvidion; to fetter their minds by the im- 
prifonment of their bodies ; to employ the jailor as a millip- 
liaryW the gofpel; or to commit violence and outrage in the 
pamp of the God of all peace. 

Thp Toleration Ad reftored to the Diflenters (reftored, 
not gave) many of their rights, but did not reftore them all. 
Thp privilege of admiflion to civil offices, and the yet more 
hpnoupable privilege of hazarding their lives in their coun- 
Jry’$ caufe, areftil) unjuftly withheld. The re-eftablilhment 
of thefe privileges would give that complete toleration which 
confliitutes thp whole of the Diffenters’ claim. Should they 
pndeayour to overftep this line, and to encroach on the rights 
of the eftabliflied church, the legiflature will undoubtedly be 
called upon, to declare, and np man will hplcl that language 
with more decifion and firmnefs than myfelf, f* Your prayer 
is unreafonable ; your pretenfions fhall be oppofed.” It ap- 
pears then, that the fuggefted repeal is not the commence- 
ment of a new plan, but merely the completion of that wife 
fyftem of toleration which, in part, has long fince been 
adopted. The Corporation and Teft Ads are all that remain 
of the perfpeuting laws againft Proteftant Diflenters; for the 
wjfdom of later times has relinquilhed fuch unnatural de- 
They are the only remaining baftions of an old for- 
trefs, W^jph experience has difcredjted, and all other parts of 
yvhid) are pjjtber deftroyed or abandoned. 

Ip inoftof tb.§ enlightened nations of Europe, the princi- 
ples for which I contend are no longer a fubjed of difputc. 
In Scotland and in Holland no religious ttft, as a qualifica- 
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tion for a civil office> has, at any time, exifted* In tl» 
PruiSan dominions, and in thofe of the Emprefs 6f Ruffia, 
no traces of fuch a teft are to be found; in Irelahd, and in 
the dominions of the Emperor, all civil difqualifications ort 
account of religious opinions^ are completely done away% 
In France a fimilar relief was extended hy the edi£l of 
Nantz, which, if public report may be credited, is likely to 
become, in the prefent reign, a permanent part of the po- 
licy of that kingdom; for an opinion prevails there of its 
not being neceffary that a Frenchman fhould be a Catholic, 
in order to have the privilege of fliedding his blood in the 
fervice of his country. Shall then England alone adhere to 
an exploded fyftem which all the other enlightened nations 
of Europe, upon a full convidtion of its weaknefs, hive al- 
ready abandoned, or are now preparing to abandon ? Shall 
foreigners Rili be employed to fight her battles? Shall the 
Hefiian fword again be called upon to protedl her from inva- 
fion ? while fo many thoufands of her own people, . willing 
to bleed in her caufe, and impatient to hazard their lives iu 
her defence, are excluded from*har fervice ? 

One proof of the abfurdity, of the incredible folly of 
thefe inhuman ftatutes, prefles fo ftrongly on my fhoughts, 
that I cannot refrain from fubmitting it to the confidexation 
of the Houfe. The benevolent Mr. Howard; he upon 
whom every kingdom in Europe, England excepted, would 
gladly confer, at leaft, the common privileges of a citizen; 
and whom the proudeft nation might be happy to call her 
own : he of whom a right honourable member of this Houfe 
has faid, He has vifited all Europe — not to furvey the 
fumptuoiifnefs of palaces, or the ftatelinefs of temples; 
not to make accurate meafurements of the remains of 
ancient grandeur, nor to form a fcale of the curiofity of 
modern art; not to colle£l medals or to collate manu- 
feripts; — but to dive into the depths of dungeons; to 
plunge into the infe<5tion of hofpitals; to fufvey the man- 
“ fions of for row and pain ; to take the gage and dimenfions 
of mifery, depreffion, and contempt; to remember the for- 
gotten, to, attend to the neglefted, to vifit the forfaken, 
and to compare and collate the diftrefles of all men in all 
‘‘ countries:” he, even he is denied in England the common 
rights of a fubjeff, he is incapable of legal admiiEon into 
any oflSce : and the confequence is, that his zeal for his coun- 
try having led him a few years fince to brave the penalties of 
the law, and to ferve her in a troubJefome arid expenfive civil 
employment, without the facramental qualification which 
his religious perfuafion would not permit him to take, the. 
penalties of the Teft Ad are ftill hanging over him: and I 
fear that even now, on bis return to his. native country, 
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amidft the plaudits of admiring worWj it is in the power 
of any defperate informer, who i^ willing to take that road 
to wealth and damnation which the Legiflature has pointed 
out and recommended to his choice; — I fear it is in the 
power of every fuch informer to profecute him toconvidlion; 
and to bring upon him thofe dreadful penalties which confti- 
tote the punilhment of an Outlaw. God forbid, that in the 
view of all Europe, fuch indelible diflionour fliould be 
brought upon the Britifli name. 

I'hus I have Hated (too much at large perhaps, but the 
importance of the fubjedl will plead my cxcufe) the merits of 
the DilTenters’cafe. — I have fhewn the nature of thofe provi- 
fions, in the Teft and Corporation Adis, from which they 
fupplicate relief ; and have deferioed the dreadful penalties 
which thefe afts impofe. — I have fhewn at what periods, and 
under what circumftances thefe affli(5live laws were pafled. 
I have proved that of the Teft A£l the Diflenters were not 
the objefts; and that of the Corporation Aft, which, for 
thefpace of three years, eftablilhed defpotifm by law, the al- 
ledged neceflity has no longer* the pretence of truth. I have 
alfo proved, that after the propofed repeal all thofe who can- 
not take tihe abjuration oath, which operdies as a bar to all 
but Chriftians, and make the declaration, which excludes 
the Catholics, will continue as completely reiefted as be- 
fore: and that even their willingnefs to give thefe. pledges of 
attachment to the laws will avail them nothing, unlefs, in 
the eftiniation of their fovereign, their merit ftiall be fuch as 
to render them worthy of an employment in his fervice, I 
have likewife fhewn, that the repeal will increafe the ftrength 
of the kingdom, by enabling His Majefty to bring into aftion 
the talents and affeftions of all his Proteftant fubjefts; and 
that it will alfo give additional fecurity to the church. 

Whoever then fhall be of opinion, that the general voice 
of all the enlightened nations of Europe is deferving of re- 
gard. Whoever fhall admit that the exertions of the whole 
Kingdom will have greater avail than its mutilated ftrength 
•—whoever is convinced that union is better than feparation ; 
that power is preferable to weaknefs, and that national juf- 
tice is the fureft ground of national profperity, will agree 
with me in thinking that the law which excludes the L)if- 
fenters from civil and military employments ought to be re- 
pealed. The grievances of two other deferiptions of per- 
fons whofe importance in the community cannot be difputedf 
and tlie realonablenefs of whofe plea is too obvious to re- 
quire any length of difcuffion, ftill remain to be men? 
tioiied. 

By the Teft and Corporation Afts, no native of Scotland 
!who is of the eftabliftied church of that country, can be 
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admitted to any office in England, or to the army of haVy 
in any part of Great Britain, unlefs lie will publicly profef$ 
a different religion from his own. . Yet the offices of the 
ftate are the offices of Great Britain, for the (alaries of the 
peirfons who fill them are paid by taxes levied on Great Bri« 
tain* The army too, and the navy, are the army and navy 
of Great Britain; for in the burden of their payment, Scot- 
land, undogbtedly, bears her part. Hence it is evident, that 
by the Tell Adi an Englilh rellridlion is impofed on a Britilh 
office; an Englifli rellridlion is impofed on the Britilh navy; 
an Englilh rellridlion is impofed on the army of Great Bri- 
tain. Englilhmen refiding in Scotland, are entitled to all 
the privileges of Scotchmen, for neither the late Chief Baron 
Ord, who prefided in the Court of Exchequer there, nor 
Mr. Wharton who is one of the prefent Commiffioners of 
Excife in North Britain, nor any other Engliikman who fills, 
a public office in that country, was obliged to renounce the 
cliurch of England, in order to qualify himfelf for the trull. 
It is jullly confidered as -a British trull, and upon it there- 
fore no Scotch rellridlion is impofed. Why then fli^uid the 
naval or military fervice of the united kingdoms be fettered 
with Englilh rellraints, or why lliould Englifli conditions be 
annexed to the pollellion of a Britilh office ? There is neither 
common jullice nor common fenfe in th^ meafure. 

I have heard it faid from a confulion of ideas which is 
fcarcely credible, that to grant a remiuion in favour of Scot- 
land, of the Tell and Corporation Adis, would be a breach 
of the union ; an opinion which fuppofes, that becaufe, by 
the articles of the union, nothing can be taken from Scot- 
land, but what was then ilipulated, therefore nothing can 
be given. It fuppofes that if, in a private bargain, I have 
engaged to concede certain points to my neighbour, I nin 
therefore bound by that bargain, to concede to him nothing 
more. It fuppofes, that if my agreement withMiim gives 
me a right of common on his manor, that I violate my com- 
padl if I afterwards voluntarily offer him a right of common 
upon mine. 

Are we told that the Tell and Corporation Adis are among 
the llatutes which fecure the dodlrines, difcipline, worfliip^ 
and government of the ellablilhed church of Englandi 
are therefore by the adl of union declared to be unalter- 
able ? ^ 

Sir, the government and difcipline, the dodlrines and the 
worfhip, of the Englifli church, were the fame before the lla- 
tutes were enadled, and would continue the fame if tbofe 
ftatutes were repealed ; and confequently do not derive their 
fecurity from them : whereas the adl which relates to the pa- 
tronage of the church of Scotland, and which did leem to 
' ^ affea 
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aflfeft Its difcipline, was held to be no breach of the articles 
of union ; neither was that union underftood to be weakened 
by the fubfequent aft, which gave a complete toleration in 
Scotland to Epifcopal Dillenters. 

When the articles of union were under the corifideration 
of Parliament, a propofal was made in the Hpufe of Lords, 
that the perpetual continuance of the Teft Aft, and in the 
Houfe of Commons, that the perpetual continuance of the 
Aft of Corporation fhould be declared a fundamental condi- 
tion of the intended union, but the motions were both re- 
rejefted; a proof that the Legillature did not mean'to give 
to them the fame perpetual exiftence as to the Aft of Uni- 
formity, and to the ftatute that was palled in the 13th of 
Elizabeth, both of which were fpecifically named, as condi- 
tions of thecompaft, and exprefsly declared invariable. 

If the Teft and Corporation Laws are deemed unalterable 
parts of the articles of the union, it follows, of courfe, that 
every alteration in thofe laws muft be confidered a breach of 
the union, and that evefy fufpenlion of thofe laws muft be 
confidered as a fufpenfion of the union. Now both the afts 
are altered, and in part repealed, by fubfequent ftatutes, and, 
for fix months in almoft every year, are wholly fufpended: 
But who will aflert that the articles of the union are dif- 
folved, or that their obligation on the two countries is fuf- 
pended for months in every year ? or who will deny that 
the fame power which alters a part may alter the whole of 
thofe laws ? who will deny, that the fame authority which 
fufpends a law for fix months, may abolifh it for ever ? 

That many of the natives of North Britain, who are 
members of its eftablilhed church, have taken thefacrament 
as a qualification for naval or military employments, I readily 
admit; for thofe men who confider the fervice of their coun- 
try as the^ firft of all duties, and their obligation to their 
Sovereign as the firft of all bonds, will make great facrifices 
indeed, rather than forego the right of bearing their part in 
the general defence of the kingdom. But does it therefore 
follow, that the neceffity of making thofe facrifices is no 
hardfhip ? Does it therefore follow, that he who renounces 
the religion, rather than .renounce the fervice of bis country, 
Ins AO reafon to complain of the alternative? Others of 
the natives of that kingdom, too much attached to their re- 
ligious profeffion to abandon it on any confideration, yet 
much too ardent for their country to relinquifh the fatisfac- 
tion of engaging in her fervice, are at this very hour ex- 
pofed to the penalties of the law, exclufion from the right 
of receiving a legacy; exclufion from the right of afting as 
the guardian of" a child ; exclufion from the right of filing 
in any court, or on any occafion for juftice ? 

Am 
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Am I alked how ofterij of late years, has the law been 
enforced ? My anfwer is, the lethargy of the law gives no 
fecurity to the fubjeft ; for a hungry informer may, at any 
time, rpuze it to exertion, and direft it to its prey. But 
though the fiercenefs of the ftatute Ihould not be called into 
action, yet in the infult which is offered to the Scots, in the 
dilhonour of being placed on the fame level with men whofe 
claim to confidence is blafted by the crime of perjury efta- 
bliflied in proof againll them — In that difhonour, in that 
infult, tliere is no intermiflion, there is no paufe. It is time 
that thefe odious diftin£tions, thefe hateful figns of diffe- 
rence between the two countries which compofe Great Bri- 
tain, 111 ould entirely be done away; and that every fear and 
feam which mark the lips of her antient wound, fhoulddif- 
appear for ever; and that her offspring fliould have leave to 
confider themfelves as one nation and one people. 

Nothing now remains, but that I fhould briefly mention 
the hardlhips impofed by the Teft A£k on the minifters of 
the eftabliflied church; a cl^s^of our fellow- fubjedls, to 
whofe concerns the members of this Houfe cannot be indif- 
ferent. 

The law which declares that every man who accepts a 
commiffion in the army, or is appointed to a civil office, 
lhall take the Sacrament of the Lords Supper, compels the 
cleigyman to adminifter this facrament to every perfon who 
fhall demand it upon that ground; for, if he refufes, a ruinous 
profecution for damages is the obvious and Inevitable confe- 
quence. The very expence of the trial would probably ex- 
hauft his fcanty means, and leave him nothing but his body 
to anlwer, by imprifonment, the ad verfe judgement of the 
court. Since then the law, by menaces too terrible to be re- 
fifted, compels him to adminifter the holy Sacrament to every 
man who fliall demand it as a qualification for an office, in 
what manner muft he proceed ; fhall he give the invitation 
in the ufual words of the fervice? All you that do truly 
‘‘ and earneftly repent of your fins, and are in love andcha- 
rity with your neighbours, and intend to lead a new life, 
following the commandments of God, and walking from 
henceforth in his holy ways ; draw near, with faith, and 
take this holy Sacrament to your comfort.’^ — Coiifideriiig 
the motives which bring them to the holy table, fuch an ad- 
drefs might be deemed an infult to their feelings. — Or fhall 
he tell them with a better chance of fpeaking in unifon with 
their thoughts, all you that are lately appointed to offices 
under His Majefty, that do truly and earneftly defire your 
continuance therein, and are in love with the profits tnere- 
of : you that are lately become excife»afficers, or cuftom- 
<< houfe officers, or falt-officers, or officers of the ftamps, 
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and have a charitable hope of.enridiing yourfelves with 
‘‘ the fpoils of the illicit trader, draw near in faith, and take 
this holy facrament to your comfort, that you may have a 
“ legal title to your places ’^ 

By the duties of his fundion, by the pofitivc precepts of 
his religion, the minifter is enjoined to warn from the facred 
table, all blafpliemers of God, all flanderers of his word, all 
adulteiers, and all perfons of a profligate life; yet to ihofe 
very perfons, if they demand it as a qualification, he is 
compelled, by the Teft A61:, to adminilfer the facrament, 
though they come to him drunk from the protrafled revels of 
the night, or \X%nn from the neighbouring ftews. And 
what is the nature of the facrament whicli the ckigyman is 
thus compelled to adminifterr One fentence, one fingle 
fentence from the fervice of our church, with the permifli( n 
of the Koufe, 1 Will beg leave to read. After having ex- 
horted the perfons who are preparing to communicate, ‘^di- 
ligently to try . and examine themfelves before they pre- 
fume to eat of that breatl, #»and drink of that cup,” it thus 
proceeds; I’or, as the heiK'fit is great, if with a true peni- 
tent 1/eait and lively faith, we receive that holy Sacra- 
ment (for then wc fpiritually eat the flefli of Chrift, and 
drink his blood ; then wm dwell in Chriilaiul Chrifl in us, 
we are one with Chrifl and Chrill with us) fo is the dan- 
ger great, if we receive the , fame unwortliily ; for then wc 
are guilty of .the body and blood of Chrill our Saviour; 
*'* we eat and drink our own damnation, not conlulering the 
Lord’s body. We kindle God’s wrath againfl; us, we 
provoke him to plague us with divers difeaies and iundry 
kinds of vleatlu” 

Sir, jf there beany thing ferious in religion: — if the doc- 
trines of tb.e church of England be not a mere mockery of 
the human underllanding : — If to talk of peace of mind here, 
and of etcriral confequences hereafter, be not the idle bab- 
bling of a weak and childifli fuperflition, (and I triift that in 
the judgement of thofe who hear me, it will he admitted to 
be fomething more) then it will neceflTarily follows that no 
pretexts of Hate policy can juflify this enormous profanation 
of the moft facred ordinance of thf: Chriftian faith, tins 
inonftrous attempt, as irrational as it is proftine, to flrengthen 
the church of England by the debafement of the church of 
* Chrift. 

Shall I be told, that the law wdiicli enjoins the Sacrament 
of the Lord’s Supper is not more an infiilt to the Chriftian 
faith than the law whicli enjoins an oath ? — A weak and in- 
confiderate affertion. In whlit refpedl is an oath an ordi- 
nance of tlie Chriftian faith? Do not tjie Mahometan, the 
Jew, the ]^eill, and the Idolater, equally fwear? It is not 

an 
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an ordinance of religion, it promotes none of her interefts, 
ivS applicable to none of her purpofes : for the objedt of an 
oath is merely civil, it is a human inftitution, and is appli- 
cable only to concerns that are merely temporal. 

I have heard it faid, that the law does not compel the cler- 
gyman to adminifter the facrament to the unworthy. Sir, 
the terror of the fuit for damages, the mere exrence of 
which, independently of the final ifTuc, would be rniji, is 
itfelf compulfion. But fiippofe the reverie to be true, and 
fuppole alio that the time at which 1 am now fpeaking were 
a time of war. Our fleet is preparing to fail; the enemy’s 
fleet is already in the Channel; the officer appointed as oiu' 
admiral, is a man of the higheft profeflional merit, and is 
called to tlie command by the general voice of the people. — - 
Debauciied, however, in liis private life, living in avowed 
fornication, and notorioufly profane — he approaches the holv 
table; if the Sacramejit be adminiflered to him, in wliat 
fituation is the clergyman? If it be ref u fed him, in what 
fitiiarion is the kingdom? 

Such arc the prepoflerous cohfequences that follow, when 
religion is perverted from its genuine objedl, and^made the 
infirument of purpofes that are merely human. 

1 fliould have thought it not unbecoming in the Bifliops to 
have folicited the removal of this fcandal from the church ; 
but let the reejuifition come from what quarter it may, fure 
1 am, that, as Legiflators, a compliance with it belongs to 
us as a duty ; for whatever tends to the debalement of reli- 
gion diininifhes political authority, and weakens the fandlioas 
of civil dilcipline. 

Thus I have jl^ewn the various bearings of thefe perni- 
cious llatntes. — To the judgement of the Houfe, to your 
wildom as fenators, to your patriotifm as citizens, to your 
feelings as men, 1 now fubmit the confideration of the pro- 
pofed repeal ; perfeclly convinced that you will not permit 
the continuance of laws unjuft in their principle, unwife in 
tlieir political eftecl, inconfiftent with all religious regards, 
and tlierefore every way hoftile to the interefts of the ftate. 

Mr. Beaufoy tlien moved, that an ait made in the 13th 
year of the reign of Charles the Second, entitled An aft 
‘‘ for the well'ipv.eniing and regulating of corporations,” 
jnight be read : 

And the fame was read accordingly. 

He alfo moved, that an aft made in the 25th year of the 
reign of Charles the' Second, entitled, An aft for pre- 
“ venting clangers which may happen from Popifli rccufants,” 
might be read : 

And the fame was read accordingly. 

He then moved, That this Houfe will, immediately, 

4 B 2 resolve 
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refolve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to 
confider of fo much of the fafd adls as requires perfons, 
before they are admitted into any office or place in corpo- 
** rations, or having accepted any office, civil or military, 
or any place of truft under the Crown, to receive the Sa- 
crament of the Lord’s Supper, according to the rites of 
^ the church of England^” 

.vir Harry Sir Harry Houghton oMevvedj that whilfl he feconded the 
iloiighton. Yic felt himfelf juilified in oontending that all re- 

ftriSions were improper; that the church had not any caufe 
whatfoever for harbouring the flighteft jealoufy, efpecially as 
the wifh of the Piflenters did not extend beyond the accom- 
plifliment of the reftoration of their rights and privileges; 
and that they were entitled to every favour, as having been 
the conftant fupporters of the Frotellant fucceffion ; and zea- 
loufly united, upon every occafi on which had prefented itfelf, 
for the inviolable maintenance of the interefts of their coun- 
try. At once vulgar and illiberal were thofe prejudices which 
induced a part of the Community to affirm that the Dif- 
fenters, a 61 uated by ambitibnj endeavoured to get themfelves 
ere 61 ed ipto an independent eftabli/hment. — Far from it. 
They only defired (and furely it was not poffible io form a 
wifh more rational and free from obje 61 ion) to become par- 
ticipators of the civil rights of their fellow i’ubje£ls, in addi- 
tion to that religious tolerance which at the prefent period 
they enjoyed. Liberality of fentiment and freedom, were 
doubllefs, ellential even to the fupport of the conftitution of 
the country; nor could any man the leaft verfed in the hif- 
tory of the revolutions of various kingdoms avoid rccollefl- 
ing how many dreadful confequences had arifen from the ani- 
molities which were the offspring of a difference in religi- 
ous tenets. The prefent age had been deferibed as one mofl: 
eminently enlightened. To give the piflure a refemblance, 
it feemed indifpenfably requifite to wipe away thefe animo- 
fities for evefr. 

lordKorih Lord North remarked, that (although a fincere friend to the 
prefent religious eflablilhment, and even allowed that a com- 
plete toleration, in the true meaning of the words, was pro- 
per; and that if any adual point remained behind to render 
the toleration granted to the Diffenters ftill more complete, it 
ought to be brought forward) he felt hinlTelf under the ne- 
ceffiiy of oppofing the motion. Premifing thus much, he 
tfufted that none who heard him could prove fo uncandid as 
to conceive him actuated by a blind and bigotted fpirit of in- 
tolerance, and illiberally inimical to a freedom of opinion 
upon religious fubjefls. Tf the prefent motion went no far- 
ther than for the fair and free exercife of the rights of con- 
fcicnce, he ihould be the laft m^ii upon earth to deliver an 

opinion 
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Opinion againft it ; but his motive for rifing was to aS the 
part of a good citizen, and not to lay any heavy burdens on 
the confciences of any individual whatfoever. He had 
heard reports that the Dillenters wlihed to gain more than 
civil privileges; but as this fuggeftion was contradided by the 
two honourable members who fpoke upon the fubjedl, his 
doubts on that point were done away, and he gave every be* 
lief to the alTertionof thofe honourable gentlemen. He fliould 
have been glad if thC'Diflenters had proceeded in a more re- 
gular manner, and Hated the grierances under which they la- 
boured, by petition to the Houfe: yet, he was not infenfible 
that great and liberal minds fliould fliew a, virtuous eagernefs 
to relieve unalked, to anticipate the wiflies of fellow fubjedls, 
and when a natural way to adt thus laudably was known, it 
ought undoubtedly to be always adopted. The doors of that 
Houfe flood open to all petitioners; and if a petition had been 
delivered, flating their grievances, he doubted not but the 
juftice of the Houfe would have redrefled them, if they were 
really proved fo troublefome in their nature. They had, how- 
ever, chofen to adopt another* rfode of bringing their cafe 
before the Houfe; and they feemed rather to depend upon the 
weight and abilities of the honourable mover and feconder of 
the motion, than on the juftice of their caufe. But he wifhed, 
before the Houfe refolved on a vote, to fee on what grounds 
the motion flood. It prayed for the repeal of an a6i which 
was the great bulwark of the conftitution, and to which we 
owed thofe ineftimable blefTings of freedom which we now 
happily enjoyed. It recommended procedures contrary to the 
happy experience of a century — The Diflenters appeared de- 
firous of having fuch and fuch privileges granted to them, and 
a line drawn which they were not to exceed ; that line (he 
was glad to fay) was drawn; and concerning what relates to 
the worfliip of God in their own way, they have no grievance 
to ftate, but their intreaty was to have the reftri6tion from 
being enabled to fill offices taken oft'. In th^year 1778, a 
finifliing ftroke was put to reftriftion ; a general toleration 
was then granted. If (continued Lord North) there remains 
any thing which can operate as a burden on any man’s con- 
fcience, in the name of Heaven let it be done away ; but let 
not the admitting of perfons of particular perfurffions into the 
offices of the Staft be confounded with the refiridlion of con- 
fcience. If this Government finds it prudent and neceflary 
to confine the admiffion to public offices to men of particular 
principles, it has a right to adhere to fuch reftriftion ; it is a 
privilege belonging to all States^ and all have exercifed it, all 
do exercife it, and all will continue to exercife it. If Dif- 
featers claim it as their undoubted, their natural right, to be 
rendered capable of enjoying offices, and that plea be admit- 
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tpcl, the argument may run to all men. The vote of a free- 
holder for a reprcfentative to Parliament is conlinexl to thofe 
ivho poflefs a Irechold of 40s. or upwards; and thofe not pof- 
fefling that qualification, may call it an ufurpation of their 
right, by preventing them from voting alfo. We are told that 
.other countries have no Teft Adis, and that their efiablifhed 
churches are not endangered for the want tliereof, I’rance 
has Protellants at tiie head of her army and her finances; and 
Pruilia employs Catltolics in her fervice; but it muil; he con- 
fidered that thoie are arbitrary Governments; lliat the King 
rilone in thoie countries is to be ferveil, and can, at plea fu re, 
remove or advance whom he pleaies. 1 he King of England 
being a limited mcnarcli, can do no fuch thing; he is hound 
by thofe reftridUd laws as much as his i'ubjedls. Holland ad- 
mits men of all religions into her army, htc.uife, not having 
f tthjedls enough of her own, ilie is obliged to have recourfe to 
« foreign troops; but there is no place where they reflrain their 
civil officers more to the eltahhilied principles of the country* 
The fame may l>e laid of S vveden. h had been urged, that by 
the Corporauon and Tell AEls', any man who refufes to Tub- 
mlt thereto, is lubjefl to rhefame punilfiment with thofe who 
may he conviftecl of great and heinous crimes; but, that is 
not the fadl ; no man, hecaule he does not choofe to receive 
the Sacrament of tire Lord’s Supper, is ful>jefl.ed to any pu- 
wiiatever. 1 he A£t holds out puniifiment to thofe 
yv ho fill offices; and tliey are punifhed for vviltuliy flying in 
the face ot an a6l of the Legillatuve. If the aCl went to 
itorce every oilier nian to take the Sacrament, or inflidl a pe- 
nalty ’on him, it would indeed he a grievance, anti lie would 
snoft readily concur in having it repealed. Lord Mordi, next 
.arguing again (1 nnv indignity being offered to the Diifeiitcrs, 
I>v not admin inp th'im to offices, unlels tJiey (jijalihed by the 
‘I'efi: A£t, fai<l': Have, not ilie country refoived that no King 
or QueeMi fiiould fit on the 'J Iiioneofthe Ih itiflr I^mpire who 
n fuicd to cxf\\-\]uy \w:iU theTcllAdt? If tlie 'Ebrone was of- 
fered to any Prince who wun’«l not comjily from motives of 
confciencc, the refulal of the 'Ph rone to him would he ofler- 
ing him no indignity, no iufulr. Gentlemen iliould not then 
lightly talk v\ inlulis and fligmas thrown on any fet of men 
who (lo not clioofe to compiv with any particular forms. — 
If all were to be admitted on tlie principles ol national right, 
there would be an end to ail rules and orders; for no rules 
could he drawn by the Legiflattiiv but what would he broken 
through. 'I'he Corporation A6l was made at a time when 
many dilfnrhances were occafioned by the Difl'enters, who 
were principally inlfrumental in all the confequences which 
followed. All who then wilhed for peace, and for the pre- 
fervalion of the conllitutioii in Church and State, called for 

the 
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the rtieafure, which was .then, and which he now confulered 
as a wife and political meafure; it was and is neceflary to con- 
fine offices in corporations to thofe who are well-wi/hers to 
the eftabliffied Church. We are called upon by an honour- 
able gentleman (Mr. Beaufoy) to proceed as France has done; 
hut he would rather proceed according to the experience of 
Enghind, who has enjoyed peace and harmony in the Church 
by thofe A£ts. It has been faid, that when the Teft A£t was 
made, the King himfelf was fufpedJed of being a Catholic, and 
that the prefumptive heir had openly avowed himfelf a Ca- 
tholic : that it was not meant to aft againft the Diffcntcrs, 
but ngainfl the Papifls; but he would fay that the Parliament 
who pafied it knew how far it extended, they knew that it 
included V^oth. T he Corporation Aft cleat ly meant to ex- 
clude the Seftaries, and was not meant to extend to the Pa- 
pihs ; but it did exclude both ; and wffien the Parliament 
pafled both thofe afls, they knew both Papifls and DifTenters 
were included. Charles the Second, we are told, prevented, 
by diflionourable means, the repeal cf thofe a6ls ; he thought 
that- the repeal was wifely and patriotically refufed. It had 
heeii the gcnernl means of Princes who had particutar objefts 
to attain, which they could not do while every fefl remained 
as it was, to endeavour to confound all lefts; that when the 
door cf innovation was once opened, they might pafs on until 
their objefl was gained^ — What was the opinion of Pftrlia- 
ment at ilie Revolution? That Parliament was fharpened by 
the miferies which they had experienced, and by the horror 
of danger; thev deliberately went through all the afls, and 
repealed every one except the i'ell; Aft, which they confxdered 
as a mere civil and political regulation ; they prelerved it, and 
they thought it neceflary for the fafejy of the Church, and for 
the prefervation of th:® conflitution. By that Parliament, a 
jufl line was drawn to the relief of Confcience on one 
hand, and for the fafety of the Church on the^other. The 
Tefl: Afl was the corner flone of the conflitution, which 
fliould have every prefervation. King James, when he willi- 
ed to gain the Prince and Princefs of Orange to his views, 
defired to have their opinion on the propriety of repealing 
the Tcfl and Corporation Afls, The anfwer of the Prince of 
Orange was, that he agreed to the removal of the Corporation 
Afl, hut not to the Tell Afl ; and he declared it to he the 
praflice of liollaiid to confine all civil employments to thofe 
who profefled the principles of the State; hut that the army 
could not 1)0 fo If flrained, on account of the want of troops. 
Nothing brought James fo fpeedily to the crifis of his fate as 
the Te/l Afl, wh ch rellraineJ him, and rendered it impofl'i- 
ble for him to fill all offices civil and military with tliofe of 
his own lefl, which he hoped to he enabled to do by gaining 
the repeal of the I'eA Afl, and then there would have been 
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an end to all liberty. Tyranny would have ftolen filently on, 
until it bad been fo deeply rooted as to render all endeavours 
againft it vain. He conceived it to be the duty of every mem- 
ber of that Houfe to prevent that which in a future period 
might fubjecSl the nation to the fame dangers which it had be- 
fore experienced. If the Scots had any hardfhips, if they had 
any grievances, they would have been .ready enough to have 
lain complaints before ibe Houfe, and there were many gen- 
tlemen of that country in the Houfe who would be ready 
enough tb ftate thofe complaints to the Houfe if any exifted. 
His Lordfliip then adverted to the union with Scotland, which 
he looked upon as a moft facred compaft, and which ought 
not to be touched with a rafli hand. He contended that the 
eftablilhed church was on as facred a bafis, and thofe who 
wiflied for no innovation on the Union, fliould guard againft 
any attack on the church. Proceeding next to the aigu- 
ments of the honourable member with refpe<£l to the clergy 
of the church, who were forced to give the Sacrament to all 
who defired it, Lord Noiith, remarked, that fo far from its 
being the wifh of the clergy of England to gain a repeal of 
the Teft Aft, they were all alarmed at the intention of pro- 
pofing the repeal, and were determined to refill: it with their 
greateft ftrength. Every minifter (he continued to obferve) 
IS bound by his holy office to refufe the communion to any 
un^rthy perfon — If he refufes according to law, by law he 
will be juftified; the fear of an aftion ftiould not prevent a 
man from doing his duty ; if he is right, where can be the 
fear of an aftion? He will gain honour, and theperlbn bring- 
ing the aftion will have a confiderable expence and diftio- 
nour. The clergy are fituated now in the fame manner that 
they were before the Teft Aft; they could then, and they 
might now, upon proof, refufe the adminiftering the Holy 
Sacrament of the Lord's Supper to any unworthy or bad cha- 
rafter. Th^ Sacrament is adminiflered as a teft of being 
well affefted to the church; fome teft is neceflary, and muft 
be taken. If the Sacrament, in many [nftances, was taken 
unworthily, he feared that many falfe oaths were taken; and 
could that operate as a reafon for the abolition of oaths, 
which, in many cafes, are abfolu tel y neceflary ? The Legi- 
flature is not to be anfvverable for the confequcnces of the Sa- 
crament being taken unworthily, or for falfe oaths : and if any 
other teft could be devifed to anfwer the fame purpofes, he 
would willingly adopt it. If the plea of birth right is argued, on 
that ground may Catholics alfo claim* admiflion. It had been 
contended that times have changed; that then a Papift was on 
the throne. Yes, thanks to Heaven! they were changed, but 
might they not be changed again? It might be faid that theie 
was now no danger of Jacobitifm : the family was reduced to 

two 
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two brothers, one of whoru being in prieft’s orders could have 
no legitimate offspring, and the other was very old. But 
there might be danger in breaking down the barrier which had 
laeretofore guarded the conftitution. They all knew the pe- 
rilous nature of a cry, “ the Church is in danger,” and an in- 
cendiary watching his opportunity, may caufe as great a tu- 
mult, and as much milchief by that cry, as by jthe cry of, 

No Popery.” Though we owe much to the Brunfwic line 
for the bleffings of liberty which we enjoy, much is alfo ow- 
ing to the Church for its promotion of harmony, by its fub- 
niiffion to the government, and its liberal principles — prin- 
ciples which have encouraged bringing forward the prefent 
motion. They found no complaint of ecclefiaftical tyranny, 
no church perfecution ; let us not then confound toleration of 
religious principles with civil and military appointments.— 

Univerfal toleration was eftabliflied ; let them then be upon 
their guard againft any innovation on the church ; the con- 
ftitution was always in danger when the church was deprived 
of its rights. 

Vifcoiint Beauchamp motion, declared, that vifcount 

he confulered the Teft and Corporation A6ts as pe/fecuting Beauchamp 
and oppreffive. Every adl of toleration would decreafe bi - 
gotry, while perfecuting laws only tended to the increafe of 
le6laries : by granting a repeal of thofe afts no danger to 
church or ftate would follow. There never had been a Pref- 
byterian fadion with the power of government in their 
[lands ; nor could there be any fear of their gaining fuch 
power. The Diffenters were a body of meritorious men, 
men firmly attached to the country, and who ought to en- 
joy every privilege in common with their fellow citizens; 
as to the laws in force in Scotland and Ireland, the latter, 
at leaft, appeared fully fufficient by the confequences which 
they had produced, firmly to eftablifh a fimilar extenfion of 
privileges in Great Britain. 

Mr. Smith (of Clapham) fpoke in favour of^ the motion, Mr. Smitb. 
as did 

Mr. Smithj who remarked, that with refpeft to the ob- 
jeftion advanced againft the manner of introducing the mo- 
tion, and the argument, that the Diflenters fhould have 
come forward with petitions Hating their various e:|tception9 
againll the Teft Adi, it feemed fully fufficient to anfwer, 
that the table could not, have contained all the petitions 
which, in fuch a cafe, wouW have been fent up. Amongft 
the Diffenters there were hardly any diffidents uppn this 
fubjedl ; though the moft rigid amongft them conceived, 
that by a repeal of the Teft A<St the bond of union would 
be taken away. Charles II. owed his reftoration to the Dif- 
fenters; but they were weakly credulous, and had not the 
* VoL. -XXr 4 C pre- 
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precaution to take proper aJOTurances from him for rewarding 
their fervices, and therefore after they Iiad ferved his turn^ 
he neglected them. The number of the Diffenters was of 
late much decreafed ; and therefore if the argument that 
they were formidable to Government could be fupported, 
it mult be, that they were formidable from fome othet 
caufe than their number. Colild it be from their fuperior 
talents? No — From their favour and means' of patronage? 
Islo^What advantages then had they ? They could not even 
make an excifeman ; they were by no means an object of 
terror to Government ; but, on the contrary, a depreffed, 
perfccuted clafs* of men. Mr. Smith then argued, that the 
receiving the communion ns a qualification for offices was 
prejudicial to the fpirit of the elfabliflied religion, and Ra- 
ted fome in Ranees in whiclj the facrament had been impro- 
perly adminiRered, and others in wliich the miniRer had 
been involved in litigation on account of his having refufed 
it to improper perfons;’and from thence he drew an argu- 
ment, that a religious teft was improper for a political infli- 
tution. 

<sir jriiTics Sir jc^mes Johuftone ohferved, that although lie was deter- 

'•Johnilonc. mined to vote in favour of the motion, he iTionld not pre- 
fume to give an abfolutely declfive opinion upon the fubjedl : 
it lay between the kirk and the church of England ; lie 
knew not which pretended to be in poffeffion of the moR 
Unexceptionable religion; but he was fure that the Prefby- 
terian religion was the cheapeR in its pracSlice, and confe- 
quently the leaR expenfive road to heaven: and ferioufly, 
that religion deferved the greatefl encouragenien't which 
permitted and taught its profeffors to ferve God with a 
purity of mind towards and a difintereRednefs of lieart 
towards all human nature. The hardlliips complained of 
inoR certainly did not i^xtend in the degree fuggcR'ed againR 
thole who accepted of military employments. He, for his 
own part, had fcfved in the arrtiy; yet without having 
found it neceflary to conform in the manner required: in 
fa6t, officers gave themfelves very little trouble about tlie 
thirty -nine articles, or father they were ignorant of all ar- 
* ticle--^except the articles of war. 

Mr, Cban- • Mr* Chancellor faid, that the very able manner in 
cdlorPitt. ^vhich this motion had been difeuCed by "the noble Lord in 
the blue fibband, rendered it unneceffary for him to detain 
the • Houle a moment ‘ upon the fubjedl: ; yet he could not 
with decency give a filent vote on fuch an occafion. He 
then entered into a difeuffion of the diRinftion which it was 
neceffiiryao make, between a participation of the offices of 
Rate and liberty of- eonfcience : lie obferved, that this was 
UPt an application to relieve a dais of men from any re- 
proach 
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proach or diftinguifhed qdium, nor from penalties; for the 
Diffenters were at prefent in polleffion of all indulgences ; 
they had nothing to fear, either from the fpirit of the reli- 
'gion which we profefled, or from the conftitutioiv; and the 
(jueftion now to he confidered was very different ; it was^ 
whether it was or was not expedient to deprive the Legifla-, 
ture of a difcret ionary power now veiled in them ? This 
mull be confidered as a political power, not the right of the 
individual; a dillin6lion mull be made between political and 
civil liberty. He then went into a dlfcuffion of the diffe- 
rence which obtained in the exercife of thefe two rights, 
and from thence made a dedu6lion, that it was impoffible 
to feparate the ecclefiaflical and political liberties of this 
country. Mr. Pitt next obferved, that there mud be re- 
llri6lion of rights in all focieties: that all the modes of 
reprefentation mull include or render neceffaiy fome mode 
of qualification. Is a man, faith he, to be confidered as 
marked with infamy, becaufe he does not vote for a city, a 
county, or a borough ? The t4*ue quellion now to be re- 
garded is, is there any fubftaritiai interell that makes it ne- 
ceffary for one part of the community to he deprived of 
participation ? Certainly this deprivation Ihould not take 
place, unlefs there is reafon to fee fubllantial inconvenience 
in the participation. There is another clafs equally refpec- 
tahle and numerous, wliofe fears upon this occafion will be 
alarmed. The members of the church of England, apart 
of one conllitutlon, will he ferioufly jnjpred, and their ap- 
prehenfions are not to he treated lightly. If I were arguing 
upon principles of right, I diould not talk of alarm; but I 
am a6ling upon principles of expediency. The church and 
Hate are united upon principles of expediency, and it con- 
cerns thofe, to wliom ine well-being of the llate is intrull- 
ed, to take care tliat the church lliould not be rafhly demo- 
lilhed — The j^erfons who make this applicationJiave already 
obtained a full right of public teaching and of inllru6lion 
6f children ; hut they have not a participation of offices : 
this is what they dcTire, and if this is granted them, they 
may obtain an influence in corporations: the benefit is not 
fb immediate to them in counties; there they only mix with 
the general mafs of voters, therefore towns and corpora- 
tions will be their oJ^jecEl. The danger which there would 
be in their gaining fuch an influence, has already beea 
pointal out : I will not fay that fuch a danger is probable, 
though 1 will not fay that it is chimerical; it is reafonable 
at lead to fay, that if they faw an opening fairly before 
them, they would produce changes : there is a natural defire 
in fedlaries to extend the influence of their religion ; the 
Pilfenters were never backward in this, and it was neceflairy 
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for the eftablifliment to have an eye to them. Mr. Pitt con- 
tended that it muft be conceded to him, that an eflablilhed 
church was neceffary. Provifion for the minifters was of 
the eflence of church government ; but furely the ftate could 
not think it expedient to aflift them in fuch an attempt : 
they (he obferved) fay, that they meant nothing of that 
nature by this application; but I muft look (he added) to 
human atSions to find out the fprings that move them. 
There are fome Diflenters who declare, that the churcli of 
England is a relic of Popery ; others, that all eftablillr- 
ments are improper. This may not he the opinion of tlie 
prefent tody of the Diflenters; but no means can be devifed 
to admit the moderate part of the Diflenters, and exclude 
the more violent : the bulwark muft be kept up againft all ; 
and I am endeavouring to take every prudent and proper 
precaution. It has been faid, if you grant this, they will 
foon come to you to grant fomething morn — This will not 
weigh with me; I will not objeft to concede what I ought 
to concede, becaiife I may be aiked to concede what I ought 
not to concede; and yet this conceflion may be coupled with 
the danger of being prefled by future demands. As to the 
argument ufeJ about the decrcafing the number of DilTen- 
ters by confenting to this application, it is a mere fpecula- 
tion. Mr. Pitt next remarked, that an exclufive corpora- 
tion brought into the hands of the Diflenters was a very 
different thing from a diffenting member fitting in that 
Houfe. When a member was chofen by members of the 
church of England (jointly with Diflenters) he was more 
likely to come in with principles friendly to the conftitutipn 
than if he was chofen by Diflenters alone : in this latter cafe 
he would play the intereft of the Diflenters againft that of 
the cftablifhed church. Much had been faid about the bills 
of indemnity which were neceflarily palled every year: but 
how, faid he, do they recognize that the Teft and other 
A6ts are nugatory? They only fliew a difpofition in Go- 
vernment not to enforce the afts farther than the neceflity 
of the State requires. It was properly argued by the noble 
Lord in the blue ribband, that the eftablifliment of the 
church of Scotland Hands upon the Union; and furely a 
Scotch member of this Houfe would not think this a quef- 
|ioh upon which he ought to vote. The queftion is, whe- 
ther we think ourfelves juftified in parting with this fecu- 
rity, unlefs we are affured that the conftitution will not be 
changed ; efpecially upon fuch an application as this, which 
ftates the Teft to be full of all inconveniencies, biit propofes 
no fubftitute. Mr. Pitt then replied to the arguments which 
ijad been drawn from the mifchief which would arife from 
the adion againft the clergyman of the church of England, 
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and obferved, that there jvas nothing in the rubric that fup- 
pofed a clergyman to be acquainted with all the circum- 
llances of the life of a communicant. The crimes which 
it was incumbent upon him to obje6l to, muft be glaring ; 
nor could it be imagined, that the Hate could be deprived 
of the fervice of an admiral or officer of the navy or army 
on the ground that they were the moft profligate of men, 
and ought not to be communicants. In difcuffing this quef- 
tion he faid, gentlemen would do well to confider, whether 
any other Teft would not be more objedl ion able. It is the 
right of every Legiflature and every State to make thole 
tells which they think will be moll coriducive to the public 
good ; and I cannot vote for the repeal without alarming a 
great body of the Legiflature. I mull alfo enter my objec- 
tion to thofe arguments which Hate, that a feclufion from 
office, unlefs certain reftridlions founded on the policy of 
Hate are complied with, is a punilliment In itfelf. It has 
been deemed a very neceflfary and proper meafure by thofe 
who held and thole who n^w-hold a great flake in this 
country ; and I do not fee any reafon to confider the leclu- 
£Ion of the DiflTcnters more as a maik of infamy* than any 
other diflin6iion that upholds political government. Thef© 
were his ideas, retaining which, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer obferved, that he could Hill declare that he had the 
fiigheil opinion of the prefent race of Dillenters, under all 
the deferiptions which the honourable gentleman who had 
moved the quellion had comprehended. A fpirit of mode- 
ration prevailed, w^hich ftrongly recommended them to the 
prote£lion of Government ; and fo far as the enjoyment of 
every mental privilege, of perfeft toleration, and of com- 
plete freedom to ferve God according to their confcience, 
they poflefled it in the moft ample degree. 

Mr. Fox obferved, that however he might of late have Mr, 
been charged with the odium of coalition, tlvit odium was 
not imputable to him that night; yet, if he had heard only 
one part of the argument of the right honourable member 
who fpoke laft, unexplained by the other parts of his argu- 
ment, he Ihould have found himfelf in a coalition with him 
upon the grounds of that argument, viz. that it was right 
to oppofe the repeal of a 1 ell, which Ihut out DilTenters 
who would not allow that any ellablilhment was necelTary; 
but the right honourable gentleman had afterwards carried 
his arguments againfl all thofe who had applied indiferimi- 
nately. Mr. Fox then alTerted, that the general condufl 
of the Dillenters was praife-worthy, and that in all former 
times they had been actuated by principles of liberty not 
inconfillent with the well-being of the State. He then ad- 
verted to the argument of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

refpe^ting 



PARLIAMENTARY A . 1 787. 

refpefting the Te’ft, and endeavoured to fliew, that religion 
was not a proper Tefl: for a political inftitution. With re- 
gard to the argument ufed by the right honourable gentle-' 
man to prove that thofe Adts operated to exclude perfons 
from corporations, though not from fitting in that Houfe, 
he fliould contend that they had not that efFe£l ; that there 
were corporations which were entirely filled by DilTenters, 
and that he knew of two fuch corporations. The mifchiefs 
in Charles’s reign arofe not from the Diflenters, but from 
the governing part of the church of England : he was fup- 
^ “ted in this adertion by the authority of a great writer, 
Ivir. Locke. The opinions of tlie heads of the church of 
England were not to be a rule for the political conducSl of 
that Houfe; for they were as decidely .igniiift paffing the 
bills which that Houfe paffed fix or feven yra»*s ago in favour 
of the Dlfienters, as they were upon the prefent occafion. 
In deciding upon queftions of that nature the ele61ors of 
the reppefentatives of the univerlities were likely to be warp- 
ed more ftrongly than thCi eieftors of other reprefent^'tives 
of that Houfe : this w'as to be lamented ; hut he did not 
mean to Aift any refleiHons upon the motives of their coii- 
du6L The church of Scotland had not found a Teft necef- 
fary there for the epifcopalians. The right honourable gen- 
tleman had ftated, that by this repeal tlic Difl'enters wmild 
not be obliged to contribute to the provifion of the mem- 
bers of the church of England; it was ahfurd to argue 
as a confequence; it. did not follow : this motion went only 
to take olT the feclufioh of offices. Mr. Fox dwelt Tome 
time upon this point : he then aflerted, that the argument 
tlvit there miift be one eftahlilhment was ahfurd; two efta- 
blifliments might exift in one government ; they aftually 
did exift, and he inftanced the church of England and tlie 
kirk of Scotland. He eonfeflH that the Tell A£l did not 
operate direAIy as a ftigma upon the Dillenters ; hut at leaft 
it carried, and it was a fair argument to fay, tliat the Dif- 
fenters will be glad to be excufed paying to the maintenance 
of the church. 

Mr. Fox then fald, what are you doing to fecure the 
eftablifhment of this conftitution ? You are taking religion 
as religion for a ’^J’cft in politics. Htj then combated the 
propriety of fuch a meafure. Witlv refpe6l to clergymen 
giving or refufing tlie facrament he ohferved, that if the 
clergyman of the panfh refilled, he fuhjedled himfelf to an 
adlion ; and fuppofing that he found means to get through 
the inconveniencies of the litigation, what was the confe-^ 
quence? Why, that having refnfed the man the facramept,^ 
he had difabled him from being qualified to hold the office} 
for the man could not take the facrament from another clerv. 
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gyman, and thus there veiled in the mirtiller of a parifh 
a power fuperior to that of any ecclefiaftical court. Mr. 
Fox then I’poke of the principles vO^hich had governed the 
Diflenters in this kingdom, and faid, they were perfevering 
and active in their application for redrefs of their injuries in 
former times ; and if they iifed the fame perfeverance now, 
they could not fail of fuccefs ; that he would advife them 
to repeat their applications till the Legi flat lire gave them 
tftat I'pecimen they deli red. He had conlidered himfelf ho- 
noured in aft in g with them upon many occafions ; and 
he thought there v/as any time in which they had depa: r'.’d 
from thofe principles which were inconfifl;ent with the cor- 
ilitution of this country, he Ihould refer that period to a 
very recent date: indeed : on a recolleftion of what had 
been their cor ’iitV tipon that occafion, the Houfe would at 
Jeaft do him the juftice to fay, that in fupporting them to- 
day he was not influenced by any very obvious motives of 
private partiality or attachment, yet he was determined to 
let f'. .rh know, that though di(?y could upon fome occafions 
lofe fight of their principles of liberty, he would upon 
any occafion lofe light of his principles of toleration ; he 
ftiould therefore give his vote for the motion ; but at the 
fame time obferve, that if the^re could be any modification 
of the penalties without repealing much of the aft, it 
might be matter of inllruftion to the Committee, and per- 
haps would prove more palatable to the Houfe; yet, as the 
matter Hood at prefent, the right honourable gentleman op- 
pofinglhe motion might be faid, though difclaiming perfe- 
cution in words, to admit the whole extent of it in -prin- 
ciple. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to afliire the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, in anlwer to his millatemerits, that he 
could not have been fo abfurd as to fay, that by repealing 
the Tell the Diflenters would avoid being obliged to contri- 
bute to the provillon for the clergy of the church of Eng- 
land. He had onlv Hated, tliat if the Tell were repealed, 
it might put the Diflenters into a lituation to make other 
flate regulations, which in their confequences might afteft: 
tliat provifion : the right honourable gentleman had alfo, m 
the firft part of his fpeech, millated another of his argu- 
ments. He had never faid, that the perfons who now ap- 
plied were of that defeription of Diflenters who would not 
allow that any eflablifliment was neceflary : he had only, 
ilated, that there w^ere among Diflenters, men who main- 
tained thofe tenets; he would fay whom he meant; they 
were a clafs of Diflenters in Cambridgefliire, and he ftiould 
name the minifler of the congregation (Mr. Robinfon) as 
i5.*the perfons who now applied, nobody refpefted them as 
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individuals more than he did; as, a body they had, on many 
occafions, evinced a difpofition to refift the incroachments 
of arbitrary power, and the nation was under obligations to 
them for the affiftance w^hich had been derived from their 
zeal and activity; and if he were to name the time in which 
he conceived that they had given the ftrongeft proof of4.heir 
regard to the liberties of the country, he fhould- name the 
very period in which the right honourable gentleman had 
aflerted, that they had loft fight of their original principles. 

Mr. T Mr. Fox confeifed, that he had mifunderfiood thofe parts 

of the r'ght honourable gentleman’s arguments. 

S?fW. fFiUtam Dolben that he in uft beg leave panticii- 

larly to aniiTia<lyert upon that fpirit of moderation which 
had been defcribed as the charafteriftic of Diflfenters: that 
he denied, and he Ihould appeal to a pamphlet written by 
one of their body, where the contrary was v^ry ftrongly 
eftabiiflied ; the pamphlet to which he alluded was that 
which the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had been 
pleafed to praile, tliough he atknowledged he had not feen 
It; and begged leave only to trouble the Houfe with 
one fentence from it. It ftated, that their filent propaga* 
‘tion of the truth would, ii^ the end, prove efficacious ; for 
they were wifely placing, as it w^ere, grain by grain, a train 
of gunpowder, to which the match would, one day, be laid 
to blow up that fabric which never could be again raifed 
upon the fame foundation. Such were the do 61 rines which 
the Diflenters avowed ; and therefore he called upon every 
man who had any regard for tlie civil and religious rights of 
his country, to be cautious how he gave his vote for a quef- 
tion fo pregnant with danger. 

The quell ion be-ng put, it pafled in the negative, 

Ayes (including the tellers) 100 
Noes (including the tellers) 178 

Majority againft the motion, 78 
Tlie Iloufe adjourned. 


End of the TwektY'First Volume. 






